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This memorandum reports the receipt of 





daf E 
Copies of this legal BS 
memorandum have been furnished to Mr. Anthonin Scalia, Assistant” 
Attorney General, and Mr. James A. Wilderotter, Associate Counsel 
to the President. JFK Act 6 (1)(A) 

Memorandum to W. R. Wannall dated 4/14/75 discussed 
an article contained in the 4/10/75 edition of "The Washington Post" 
wherein Senator Frank Church, Chairman of the Senate Select 
Committee, stated he reserved the right to make public any documents 
the Committee £zeceived. This memorandum also noted that Mr. James 
Wilderottét, Associate Counsel to the President, advised that 
The White. House was preparing a letter to Senator Church recognizing 
that Congress can, at its discretion, declassify material it 
receives, but strongly urging that such declassification action 
not be taken unilaterally by the Senate Select Committee in 
approval of the agency originating the information. 









As an aid to the preparation of such a letter 
Copy attached. 
It was made available to all members of the Ad Hoc Coordinating 
Group for Congressional Review of the Intelligence Committee at 


information and any comments ës ients desired CS make. V io^ d 
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DIRECTOR 8 EO INTELLIGENCE 
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17 April 1975 


MEMORANDUM FOR: Members of the USIB 
Ad Hoc Coordinating 
Group 


This is being furnished you at ` 
Dr. Clarke's request, 


Ke R cd 
ll. ua ENT, 


Harriett D. Mowitt 
Executive Secretary 


Attachment 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Antonin glia, Esq. 
E . ' Assistant™ttorney General 

Office of Legal Counsel 
' Attached is a | hurriedly E legal memorandum 
entitled: "Authority of Congress to Release 

Classified Data." I would welcome your comments 

on this so that a finished document could be made 
available to the various-agengies concerned. 
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MENOR ADU. FORI B | James A, Wilderotter, Esq.. 
. Associate Counsel to the. 
"President 





“Attached i isa EE a Be fecal 

"memorandum entitled "Authority of 

ue Congress to Release Classified Data." 
: mi at, S e? ., would welcome your comments on 
oe this so that a finished document 

eg - . could be made available t 
-l :agencies concerned.: ``. 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: General Counsel "T SEPA EE CBE [16 G 


SUBJECT l cate of Congress to Release Classified Data , 


H 


1, Ihave found no express authority for Congress to publicly release 
- information classified by the executive branch pursuant to an Executive 
‘order issued by the President, Moreover, on a number of occasions Congress 
'. has mandated that matters pertaining to national defenen or foreign gener 
pa kept sacret, , ns ey ae oe a Se oe ae LOT 


` EE has made it a crime for one lawfully having possession, 
. ‘access or control of documents relating to national defense or infox- 
mation relating to the national defense which the possessor has 
reason to believe could be used to the injury of the United States 
. or to the advantage of any foreign nation to communicate, deliver, 
. or transmit same to any person not entitléd to receive it. 18 
CUSCA, "Se m heu 


--Congress has sisse it a crime to disclose to an E per- 
| son or publish any classified information obtained by the processes 
"of communications intelligence. 18 U.S.C A. 798 (a). : 
"3 --Dóngress has made it a crime to M or sketch vital military 
_ or naval installations or equipment requiring protection against gen- 
" eral dissemination of information. 18 U.S.C.A. 795. Itis also a^ 
." crime to publish or disseminate photographs, maps, or drawings of, 
such defense installations without first obtaining permission of the- 
commanding officer or higher authority. 18 U.S.C,A. 797.. l 
E --Congress, in order to prevent public disclosure of certain activities, 
has given various officials the power to keep confidential certain funds 
_expended for national security or foreign relations purposes. Such 
_authority is given, for example, to the President (22 U.S.C.A, 2364), 
to the Secretary of State (31 U.S.C.A. 107), and to the Director of 
^ Central Intelligence (50 U.S.C,A, SU Q 04 oH e 
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--Congress has provided that meetings of the Senate Committee on 
the Budget may be closed to the public if itis determined by a record 
vote of a majority of the members that the matter to be discussed 


m vali disclose matters necessary to be Sg secret m the 
interest of national defense or the confidential conduct of 
the foreign relations of the United States. 2 U,S.C.A, 
1902-3. GR d. x x ES SZ a 


--Congress, after requiring that the Secretary of State transmit forth- | 
with to the Congress the text of any international agreement, other 
than a treaty, to which the Tieg States is a ad BS on to Pro- 

` vide that ‘ . : , 


ee any such agreement the immediate public disclosure 
of which would, in the opinion of the President, be prej- 
‘udicial to the national security of the United States shall 
not be so transmitted to the Congress but shall be trans- 
DI , mitted to the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate 
EUER ba . and the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Rep- 
- resentatives under en appropriate injunction of secrecy to 
. be removed only upon due notice from the President, 
721U.S.C.A, 112b. > a 


i —-Finally, a in enacting the F T um of EN Act, 
Mc expressly exempted from disclosure matters which are 


"^e Ra „specifically authorized under criteria established 
o by an Executive order to be kept secret in the interest 
' , of national Heine or ouem iin 5 Wy S.C A 
d Kee CD. ac wt 


2. Despite this apparent lack of authority to release classified data 
and the existence of the above-mentioned statutes, Congress is constitutionally 
immunized, at least in part, against any consequences flowing from release 
and disclosure of classified information. Article I, 8 6 of the Constitution 
| States in respect to Senetors and Representatives that; 
ee ZC any Speech or Debate in ‘either House, they shall 
not be questioned in any other Place. . 


D 





. š . S ` ' . . * = e : R e "` 
* (t Lo ix aos DAR TE E d . ci d f e 


55075 DocId:32989532 Page 6 Dee SE ia T 
E deu a crag eee a ena M Id M E REM e E C CN 





. " i x : 
Gr & » . . E 
a ` ` i 
~ D S IP E Wi 


3, A long line of Supreme Court cases, beginning with Kilbourn v. 
Thompson, 103 U.S, 168 (9D), has held that the privilege or immunity 
: ¥elating to speech or debate should be given a broad and iberal construc- 
Hen. In Kilbourn the court stated: $ 





/ It would be a narrow view of the Constitutional provision 
` to limit it to words spoken in debate. The reason of the 
rule is as forcible in its application to written reporis à 
-presented in that body by its committees, to resolutions jx eg 
offered, which, though in writing, must be reproduced 
"in speech, and to the act of voting.... In short, to things 
generally done in a session of the House by one of its 
members in relation to the business before it. (At P . 204,) . 
^4, Thé. court, moreover, has resisted arguments that ; an — 
purpose should destroy the privilege. ln Tenney v. Brandhove, 341U.S. 
367 the court reaffirmed its earlier holding in Fleicher v. Peck, 6 Sane 
8f (4810), stating: i 


t that it was not eonaonant seii our scheme of govern- 
en ment for a court to inquire into the motives of legislators, 
CH s MAS Zëss puquestianad, SC p. 377. 3 - 


- Fhe distance to which the court was vilis to go to > uphold this principle - 
` was seen in United States v. Johnson, 383 U.S. 169 (1966). In that case 
: a former Congressman was convicted for conspiracy to defraud the U.S., 
in part on evidence that, in pursuance of a conspiracy designed to give © 
assistance to certain savings and loan associations which had been indicted 
- en mail fraud charges, he was paid to give a speech on the floor of the House. 
` The Supreme Court granted a new trial holding that a prosecution which 
draws in question the legislative acts of the defendant member of Congress 
er his motives for performing them "necessarily contravenes the Speech or 
popes Clause." (At p. 185. J .. , S ECKE 


| 5. The court ES the issue of classified tufovtasiticis. in Gravel: v. 
United States, 408 U.S, 606 (1972), a case which arose when Senator Gravel, 
Chairman of the Subcommittee on Buildings and Grounds of the Senate Public 

- Works Committee, convened a night meeting of the Subcommittee and there 
read extensively from a copy of the Pentagon Papers which bore a Defense 
security classification of Top Secret - Sensitive. He then placed the entire 
41 volumes of the study in the public record. Senator Gravel cleimed that 
: Axticle I, section 6 protected him from criminal or civil liability and from 
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questioning elsewhere than in the Senate, with respect to the events occur- 
‘ring at the Subcommittee hearing at which the Pentagon Papers were intro- 
duced into the public record. The court seater: ".../T/o us this claim is 
incontrovertible." (Atp, 615. JI i : 


dé Ss 6, The court further noted that: ` 


The Speech or Debate Clause was designated to assure 
` a co-equal branch of the government wide freedom of 
`. speech, debate, and deliberation without intimidation 
or threats from the Executive Branch. It thus protects 
“Members against prosecutions that directly impinge 
upon or threaten the legislative process. We have no 
‘doubt that Senator Gravel may not be made to answer-- 
either in terms of questions or in terms of defending 
' himself from prosecution--for the events that occurred 
at the subcommittee mosting. (Atp. 616. d. 





LE 1. From the above, together with the KM MCN of Aride A 
- B6 of the Constitution, it would appear that any Member may make any state- 
. ' ment he desires on the floor of the Congress or.in one of its committees. Such 
' statement shall be absolutely privileged, notwithstanding that it was based 
on information secured from classified Central Intelligence Agency material 
either furnished the Member in confidence or containing any restrictive 
‘notice as to use or dissemination. This privilege would operate if the Member 
"were to read the information verbatim into the record on the floor or into 
the record of hearings before a congressional committee. It would still be 
privileged when it appeared, verbatim, in the Congressional Record or in 
` the published hearings of a congressional committee, The only sanction, 
apart from the individual conscience and sense of responsibility of the Member, 
' ; would have to come from Congress itself, which has the power to discipline 
any Representative or Senator who improperly disclosed classified information. 


|. 8, One additional wrinkle might be olad Although DR 
would be immune from liability for introducing classified information into 
a committee report and immune from liability for ordering it printed and 
‘disseminated to the public at large, the Public Printer and the Superintendent 
of Documents may not be immune from suit for printing and disseminating 
such reports to the public. The court examined this question in Doe v. 
McMillan, 412 U.S, 306(1973), a case in which petitioners claimed that a 
report issued by the House Committee on the District of Columbia, containing 
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. documents relating to disciplinary problems of certain specifically named 
. students, violated statutory, constitutional and common-law rights to pri- 
C vacy. The Supreme Court refused to determine whether dissemination to 
the public would serve the important legislative function of informing the 
public concerning matters pending before Congress for the purpose of 
,. holding Members of Congress liable, However, it remanded the case to 
. the Court of Appeals, in part to undertake just such a review in order to 
` determine whether the Public Printer and the EE of Documents, 
who were Dëse blanket immunity, could be held liable. . 


ge The Re thus far has dealt viuis with congressional immunity 
for releasing classified information in Congress. No such immunity exists 
. in the case of disclosures made by congressmen outside of Congress. Thus, 
.in.Long v. Ansel, 69 F.2d 386 (Ct. App., D.C, 1934), affd. 293 U.S. 76 
(934), and in McGovern v. Martz, 182 F, Supp. 343 (US Dist. Ct., D.C. 
' 1960) it was held that if a Senator or Representative is alleged to have com- 
1 . ; mitted libel by republishing and disseminating remarks made in the Congress, 
. M. > such republication and dissemination is not within the Speech or Debate 
b privilege even if such privilege would have been applicable to the original 
publication of the remarks, Again, in Gravel v. United States, 408 U.S. 606 
. (1972), and in Doe v. McMillan, 412 U.S. 306 (1973) the court noted that 
the Speech or Debate Clause does not protect "à private republication of 
documents introduced and made public at a committee hearing, although the 
hearing was sanos part of the ISBN Soe 5 ee 


10, From the above it is apparent that a Merten is not privileged to 
circulate CIA documents to his constituents, to the press, or by reading to 
a meeting or on radio or television. Such action could well make the member 
liable for prosecution under the espionage laws, but in any event would 
expose him to the same liability for these actions as any other citizen, As 
2 practical matter, however, the prosecution of a Member for unauthorized 
E disclosure of classified CIA material, or App as dd action by igi sign 
s itself, is. very Keser ae 
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TO : Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: May 2, 1975 oe 
Back SS Ident. 

b r Nat 6 H Tut Inspection ___. 
9 j FROM : Legal Counsdi) Nm mls. AYNED ee SA 

, i Lorn oor SS 

"à e ALL ie 15 SEC 8 Plan. dA 
„f SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75 qoos -© Spec. Inv. — 
jen eile e 


Lh "Eel d Telephone Rm. — 


Director Soc'y __ 
The April 29, 1975, Congressional Record - Senate, 
pages S 7054 through and including S 7056, sets forth rules 
- and procedures for the captioned Committee. The rules cover 
such topics as the convening of meetings, meeting procedures, 
news media coverage, investigations, subpoenas, procedures 
related to the taking of testimony, procedures for handling 
classified or sensitive material, preparation for committee 
meetings, staff, and reporting of measures or recommendations. 


The key sections of these rules are subpoenas, investi- 
gations, and procedures related to taking of testimony. 

Concerning the issue of subpoenas, subpoenas may be 
issued by the Chairman or any other member designated by him 
with the consultation of the Vice Chairman. 


Procedures relating to the taking of testimony provide 

that testimony shall be given under oath or affirmation. It ^D 
E also provid&$that a witness may be accompanied by counsel. | - 
Witnesses may also request that there be no news media coverage 
of their testimony. Witnesses will also be given the opportunity 
of furnishing a statement prior to, and/or at the conclusion of 
his or her testimony. With regard to inspection and correction 
of testimony, witnesses will be allowed a reasonable opportunity 
to inspect their testimony, and corrections are permissible, but 
must be made in writing within five days of the availability of 
the transcript containing their testimony. Names of witnesses 
cannot be made public prior to their testimony unless authorized 
by the Chairman. 





— Contempt procedures as set forth, require that after 
noticé £o all members of the Committee, and the affected person 
has bad the opportunity to state in writing or in person why,he y 
Enclosure s REC-109 Var Zi 8 7, -— | ; 
.l.- Mr. Adams i A -—- ms m— 
Lag | 
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams 
Re:  SENSTUDY 75 


or she should not be held in contempt, a vote would be taken by 
the Committe with a majority being necessary for the referral 
of a contempt citation to the full Senate. 


to such material to employees on a need-to-know basis and to 


| The rules concerning sensitive material limit access 
only those staff members with appropriate security clearances. 


Reporting procedures for the Committee provide that 
where.the Committee is unable to reach a unanimous decision, 
separate views and reports may be printed by any member or 
membexs of the Committee. 


| A complete Xerox copy of the rules as they appear in 
| the Record is attached. 


RECOMMENDATION: 


Action. For Information. 
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S764 : 
"e D > a 
imperceptible, white 2.5 can bo toi nea! the 
polnt of origin and 3 can bo felt c eer t.£atr- 
sized area. Slight diunngo ean be erug nt 
1.5, & level of 5 ts considered dann ang, 7 is 
major, and 8 Is a “great earthiqu..troz 

. Tho Issue, most geologists and see nile ex- 
perts agree, fs not whether another block- 
buster quake will oceur, but when, It could 
happen any time. 

Should that earthquake oceur "tomorrow," 
these experts believe, tho fullowlng rewil- 
ttes awalt Callfornlans: 

Tens of thousands of buts bulit in 
the first. half of the century, cleatly hax. 
ardous under severo earthquake conditions, 
in use In San Pranet Au pnd Loi Angeles, 
could topple, endan«eriniz thou ands of lives 
(an estimated 250000 in [os An «leg alone). 

Other thousands of Puri , Pub on or 
Near faults face destruction trom ground 
shaking aud land iL 

High-rise bultdings, built to more modern 
Standards, may not toppie, but tace serlous 
hazards of fire, disabied elevators and mM- 
adequate stalrwell safety. 

Earthquake disaster urpenry plans are in 
the nascent stages tnrou.hout the state, 
hampered by apa'hy among public officials, 
lack of funds and infrequent exerelaes, 

The public is ill-prepared to cope with 
earthquakes or thelr attermaths, There 18 
virtually no publicity about what to do dur- 
ing or after a major quake. Earthquake 
drills are rarely, 1f ever, held m communi- 
ties or in public bulldings (schools aro an 
exception). ` 

A recent federally sponsored study gives 
these estimates of death and injury should 
a temblor of more than 7 or 8 on the Rich- 
ter scale occur in or near San Francisco or 
Los Angcles: 

San Francisco—as many as 10,000 persons 
dead and 40,000 mjured. (Should s. major 
dam break, tho death toll could rise to 
60,000.) Another $6,000 could be leit home- 
less (not including Gan esacuees). 

Los Angeles—as many as 20,600 deaths and 
up to 600,000 injured. Additional deaths pos- 
sible due to major dam fathure—up to 14,000. 
Homeless (not including dam evaeuces), up 
to 180,000. 

At tho very best, Californians are fatalistic 
about carihauakes, accepting that they will 
come, and koning they will be out of the 
affected area when it happens. 

“You don’t know when tt Is poing to be or 
how it’s going to be,” sald one West Los An- 
geles resident, "I should put money into 
making my house earthquake-proof when I 
could be in some skyscraper swaying when 1t 
happens? Who cares?" 

In San Francisco, a college professor re- 
cently asked 125 residents In a random 
sampling what they would do if an earth- 
quake comes. Sixty per cent said, in effect, 
“Start praying. What else is there to do?" 

What can be done? In fact, pute a lot— 
and some of it 15 being accomplished In the 
areas of building code upcratine, Iand-uso 
planning, emergency preparedness, earth- 
quake prediction, and public education, But 
tho effort of a few n'ezenslve levislators, 
state and local officials, and private cltisens 
is frustrated by tho low level of priority 
generally assiened to earthquake protection, 

Tho "kil ratio” of past California carth- 
quakes is extremely low compared to, say, 
traffic accidents. About 900 persons have died 
n3 the results of quakes sinve the turn of 
tho century comparrcd to an *veraeo annual 
highway tol of 4,800, Thus there are those 
who argue agast expenditures of time and 
effort on something as mercurial1 and unpre- 
dictable as an earthqua.ce, 

Cajsfornin’s new governor, Edmund G. 
Brown, Jr., is said to be one of those, Accord- 
ing to n recent news story, Brown supyested 

that money being allocated for sare bulldings 
mi,ht be used to improve tho quality of edu- 
cation, to rehabilitate housing for the poor, 
or to create construction Jobs. 
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SQPRUSsSIONAL RECORD — SENATY 


After the San Frenando queke, there was 


a flurry of studies, hearings, piuns ond legis-" 


lation. 

In Los Angeles, the building code require- 
ments were toughened. Expinined Bob Wil- 
Hams, general thenaner of Lea Angelis’ De- 
partiment of Building and Safety: “We 
doubled the lnading strength requirements 
and required standards twice as strong in re- 
inforced congrete and reinfexced masonry. 

Los Angeles’ building code Js in somo re- 
aspect tougher than the Uniform Building 
Cede Zo which most juridictions in the 
glate adhere. One official, Tong Beach bulld- 
ing director Edward M. O'Connor, a leading 
preponent of better preparedness, contends 
that the Uniform Building Code falls short. 


“Tt does not fulfill the purpose of the . 


exte: lo preserve life, limb, property and the 
public welfare in the event of an earth- 
qunxe," he sald. 

Changes in the uniform code come slowly. 
They are modeled after recommendations 
by tio California Structural Engineers As- 
soclation; composed of professional. engineers 
who help design buildings. 

The recommendations usually represent 
a balance of conservative and liberal strains 
within, the association, and, according to 
some observers, are strongly influenced by 
economic considerations. 

The drafters of the uniform code are still 
wrestling with one of the central lessons of 
the San Fernando earthquake—the fact that 
major bulldings are being constructed with 
little knowledge or consideration of soll and 
geological conditions and how they might 
respond to ground shocks, 

Geologists and seismile experts admit they 
know very little about what causes earth- 
quakes or precisely how buildings are affected 
by local or even distant shocks. Now, for the 
first time, California is placing instruments 
that measure motion in key buildings 
around the state. But they must awalt an- 
other earthquake to produce usable data. 

In the meantime, seismic considerations 
aro working their way slowly—some say too 
slowly—into building requirements. 

New laws ban construction directly over 
active faults, require satisfactory geologic 
studies before new hospitats nro built, re- 
quiro that a “seismic safety element” be in- 
cluded in local planning, and requiro the 
correction of unsafe dam conditions. 

This legislation added up to the most pro- 
gressive package of earthquake measures in 
40 years, but it was not accomplished without 
resistance. The restriction on bullding on or 
near faults, for example, inspired a storm of 
protest from real estate developers and in- 
dividual lot owners that eventually forced 
a modificaticn softening tho restriction, 

A hospital law passed in 1972 requires that 
detalled geological and soil reporis for pro- 
posed hospital construction be reviewed by 
state geologists. 

James Flosson, director of the state De- 
partment of Mines and Geology, promptly 
ran into problems. 

“The reports the first few months were a 
dirgrace to the profession,” Flosson said. “Wo 
insisted that they be redone, and done again 
until they were right. I'vo had my Head 
bloodicd many times as a result, I've been 
threatened, told my carcer would be ruined— 
a few geologists tried to geL me fired. But wo 
stood by our guns and now the quallty of 
the reports is excellent.” 

Another area of controversy is highrise 
safety. Berkeley architect Karl V. Stelnbrurrge 
believes the modern steelframo construction 
will withstand Intenso shocks, But Henry J. 


` Dezunkoljb, a San Francisco structural en- 


gliver and frequent crille of safety standards, 
sald: , 

“I would not find it unreasonable to ex- 
pect... there will be 15 to 30 total collapses 
with another 50 to 100 severely damaged” in 
8an Francisco, 


as m While there is disagreement about high- 
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rise collapse, there is a brond consensus that 
most existing high rises aro vulnerable to ex- 
tensivo internal damage from  unbolied 
equipment and, most significantly, from fire. 

Tho dangers are serious enough to have 
prompted major changes recently in fire rege 
ulntions for all future buildings. 

All future high rises (above 75 feet) will be 
built with automatic governors that bring 
elevators instantly to ground level, and, most 
importantly, with sprinkler systems at every 
level. 

All but a mintiuscale number of the nearly 
2,000 hiyh rises presently in Los Angelos and 
San Francisco lack sprinkler systems. 

Requirements that they be Installed were 
written into a state law last year, but etforis 
to draft regulations ran into fierce opposition 
from builders, the Chambers of Commerce 
and other businessmen, 

The battle is still being fought. 

San FPrancisvo'’s disaster plan is advanced 
over those of other municipalitles, but it sui- 
fers from lack of a central communications 
network, insufliclent coordination among de- 
partments and inadequate practical exer- 
cises, according to a city planning .depart- 
ment study. 

"AM it is is a paper organization,” said 
Alfred Goldberg, head of the city’s bullding 


“department. 


Goldberg's concerns are echoed by James 
Haigwood, state emergency services officer in 
charge of helping to create state-level dis- 
aster plan for Southern California. 

Commented Halgwood: “I don’t think most 
elected and appointed oficiais understand 
they have a real responsibility to have their 
jurisdictions prepared. They are only doing a 
barebones job.” 





RULES Op PROCEDURE FOR THE 
SELECT COMMITTEE TO STUDY 
GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS 
WITH RESPECT TO INTELLI- 
GENCE ACTIVITIES 


Mr. CHURCH. Mr. President, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the Leg- 
islative Reorganization Act of 1970, I 
submit now for pubiication in the RECORD 
the rules of procedure for the Select 
Committee To Study Governmental 
Operations With Respect to Intelligence 
Activities. These rules were adopted by 
the members of the Select Committee 
on April 9, 1975. I ask unanimous cor- 
sent that they be printed in the EEcon». 

There being no objection, the rules 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

RULES OP PROCEDDRE FOR THE SELECT COM- 
MITTEE To STUDY GovERNMENTAL OPERA- 
TIONS Wi RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE 
ACTIVITIES, U.S, SENATE, ADOPTED Apri 9, 
1975 
These Rules aro issued pursuant to tho 

ist Section of Senate Resolution 21, 94th 

Congress, Ist Sesion, agreed to January 27, 

1975, and printed in full in the appendix 

hereto. 

RULE 1. CONVENING OF MEETINGS 

1.1 The Committee may schedule » rer- 
war day and hour for the Committee to 
moet, ` 

1.2 Tho Chairman shall havo aulhorlty, 
upon proper notice, to call such zcdilit;onul 
meetings of the Committee as he may d.cm 
necessary and may delegate such authority 
to any other member of the Committee. 

13 A special meeting of tho Commitico 
may bo calicd at any time upon the written 
request of fix or more members of the Uom- 
mittee Oled with the Clerk of the Committee. 

14 In tho caso of any meetingy of tho 
Committee, other than a regularly sched- 
uled meeting, the Clerk of tho Commit!eo 
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“shall notify every member of the Committe 

of the time and place of the meeting and 
shall give reasonable notice which, except 
in extraordinary circumstances, shall be at 
least 24 hours In advance of any meeting 
held in Washington, D.C, and nt least 48 
hours in tho case of any meeting held out- 
Side Washington, D.C. 

1.5 If a majority of the members of the 
Committee have made a request in writing 
to the Chairman to call n meeting of the 
Committee and the Chairman falis to cali 
sucn a meeting within seven calendar days 
thereafter, Including the day on which the 
written notice is submitted, such majorily 
may call a meeting by filing a written notice 
with the Clerk or the Committee who shall 
promptly notify each member of the Com- 
mittee in writing of the date and time of 
the meeting. ` 

RULE 2. MEETING PROCEDURES 


2.1 Meetings of the Committee shall be 
open to the public except when otherwise 
directed by the Chairman or majority vote of 
members present, 

2.2 It shall be the duty of the staf di- 
rector to keep or cause to be kept a record 
of all Committee proceedings, 

23 The Chairman of the Committee, or 
if the Chairman is not present the Vice 
Chairman, shall preside over ali mectings of 
the Committee, In the absence of the Chalr- 
man and the-Vice Chairman at any meeting 
majority member is present the ranking mi- 
nority member present, shall preside. 

2.4 Except as otherwise provided in these 
Ruies, decisions of the Committee shall be 
by majority vote of the members present 
and voting. A quorum for the transaction 
of Committee business, including the con- 
duct of Executive sessions, shall consist of 
six Committee members except, that for the 
purpose of hearing witnesses, taking sworn 
testimony, and receiving evidence under 
orth, a quorum may consist of one Senator. 

2.5 A vote by any member of the Com- 
mittee with respect to any measure or mat- 
ter beinz considered by the Committee may 
be cast by proxy if tbe proxy authorization 
(1) is in writing to the Chairman or Vice 
Chairman; (2) designates the member of 
the Committee who is to exercise the proxy; 
end (3) is limited to a specitic measure or 
matter and any amendments pertaining 
thereto. Proxies shall not be considered for 
the establishment of a quorum. 

RULE 3. BROADCASTING, 'I'LEVISION, AND 
PHOTOGRAPHY 


Any Committee meeting which is open to 
the public may, subject to Rule 6.7, be cov- 
ered, in wholo or in part, by television, radio, 
still photography or other media coverage, 
if the Chairman authorizes such coverage. 
When coverage by any such media is muth- 
orized it must be conducted in an orderly 
and unobtrusive manner, and the Chairman 
mag for sood cause terminate such media 
coverage in whole or in part, or take such 
other action as the circwastances may war- 

' rant. 
RULE 4, INVESTIGATIONS 


No inve:tigatlon shall be initiated by the 


Committee unless a Majority of the mem- 
bers of tho Committee has specifically au- 
thorized such invest wation, hut any member 
of the Committee shell be entitled to pursue 


. any inquiry Individually unless specifically 


prohibited by a majority vote of the mem- 
bers of the Committee. Authorized investi- 
gations or Inquiries: may be conducted by 
menberi of the Committee and ‘or by desig-, 
hated staff! members, 


RULE S. SUBPOENAS bk 


Subpoenas for attendance of witnesses or 
the production of memoranda, documents, 
records, or any other material may be issued 
by the Chairman, or any other member 
designated by him after consultation with 
the Vico Chairman, and may be served by 


rany person designated by the Chairman or 
member, Each subpoenas shall contain a copy 
of Senate Resolutlon 21, 94th. Congress, ist 
Session. 
RULE G. PROCEDURES RELATED TO THE TAKING 
' OF TESTIMONY 


6.1  Noticc.—Witnesscs réquired to appear 
before the Committee shall be given reason- 
nblo notice and all witnesses shall be fur- 
nished a copy of these Rutes. 

6.2 Ouih or Affirmation.—Tostimony of 
witnesses shall be given under oath or nf- 
firmation which may be administered by any 
momber of the Committee, 

6.3 Interrogation.—Commicteo interroga- 
tion shall ke conducted by members of the 
Comnittes and steh stat personnel as is 
authorized by the Chairman, the Vice Chair- 
man, or the presiding member. 

64 Counsel for the Wiincss.—(n) Any 
witness may be accompanied by counsel. A 
witness who is unable to obtain counsel may 
inform the Committee of such fact. and if 
consistent with the notice given under Sec- 
tion 6.1 hereof, at least 24 hours prior to his 
appearance before the Committee, the Com- 
mittee shall then endeavor to obtain volun- 
tary counsel for ihe witness, but failure to 
obtain such counsel will not excuse the wit- 
ness from appearing and testifying. 

(b) Counsel shall conduct themselves ín 
an ethical and professional manner. Failure 
to do so shall, upon a finding to that effect by 
a majority of the members present, subject 
such counsel to disciplinary action which 
may include warning, censure, removal, or a 
recommendation of contempt proceedings. 

(c) There shell be no direct or cross ex- 
amination by counsel. However, counsel may 
submit in writing any questions he wishes 
propounded to his client or to any other wit- 
ness and may, nt the conclusion of his 
client's testimony suggest the presentation 
of other evidence or the calling of other wit- 
nesses. The Committee may use such ques- 
tions and dispose of such suggestions as 1% 
may see fit, 

6.5 Statements by Witnesses.—A witness 
May make a statement, which shall be brief 
and relevant, at the beginning end conclu- 
sion of his testlmony. Such statements shall 
not exceed a reasonable period of time as 
determined by the Chairman, or other pre- 
siding member. Any witness desiring to make 
a prepared or written statement for the rec- 
ord of the proceedings shall file a copy with 
the Cler& of the Committee, and in so far as 
practicable and consistent with the notice 
given, shall do so at least 72 hours in ad- 
bance of his appearance before the Com- 
mittee. P 

6.0 Objections and Rulings.—Any objec- 
tion raised by a witness or counsel shall be 
ruled upon by the Chairman or other presid- 
ing member, and such ruling srhall be the 
ruling of the Committee unless a majority of 
the Committee present overrules the ruling. 
In the case of tle votes the rule of the chair 
will prevail. 

6.7 Lights and Broadcasting —(a) A wlt- 
ness may request, on grounds of distraction, 
harassment, or physical discomfort, that dur- 
Ins his testimony, television, motion picture, 
and other cumeras and lichts shall not be 
directed at him, such requests to be ruled on 
in accordance with Rule 2.4, 

(b) No witne.s subpoenaed by the Com- 
mittee shall be required agalnst his will to 
bo photographed at any hearing or to givo 
evidence or testimony while the broadcasting 
of that hearing, by radio or television, 15 
being conducted. At the request of any wir- 
ne.s who dows not wish to be subjected to 
radio, teievL;lon, or stil photography cov- 
erage, all Tenses shall be covered and all 
microphones used for coverage turned off. 
SO far a3 is practicable, a witness desiring to 
make such a request shall so inform the 
Chief Counsel of the Committee at least 24 
hours prior to the time that witness ig 
scheduled to testify, . ^ 
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Inspection and Correction Al wit- 
nesses testifying before the Committoo shill 
be given a reasonable opportunity to inspect, 
in the office of the Committee, the transcript 
of their testimony to determine whether such 
testimony wes correctly transcribed, The wit- 
ness Dag be accompanied by counsel. Any 
corrections the witiess desires to make in 
the transcript shall be submited in writing 
to the Committee within five days of the 
availability of the transcript, Correction; 
shall be limited to grammar and minor edit- 
ing, and may not be made to change the 
substance of the testimony. Any questions 
arising with respect to such corrections sili. 
be decided by the Chairman. Upon request, 
those parts of testimony given by a witness 
in Executive session which are subsequentiy 
quoted or made part of a record shall be 
made available to that witness at his ex- 
pense. 

6.9 Persons Affected by Testimony- A 
person who believes that testimony or other 
evidence presented at a public hearing, or 
any comment made by a Committee member 
or Committee counsel, may tend to affect 
adversely his reputation, may request to ap- 
pear personally before the Committee to 
testify on his own behalf, or may file a sworn 
statement of facts relevant to the testimony, 
evidence, or comment, or may submit to tho 
Chairman proposed questions in writing for 
the cross-examination of other witnesses. The 
Committee shall take such action as it 
deems appropriate. 

6.10 Contempt Procedures.—No recom- 
mendations that a person be cited for con- 
tempt of Congress shall oe forwarded to the 
Senate unless and until the Committee has, 
upon notice to all its members, met and con- 
sidered the alleged contempt, aiforded the 
person an opportunity to state in writing or 
in person why he should not be held In con- 
tempt, and agreed, by majority vote of the 
Committee to forward such recommendation 
to the Senate. 

6.11 Release of Name of Witness.—Uwle.is 
authorized by the Chairman, the name of 
any witness scheduled to be heard by the 
Committee shall not be released prior to his 
appearance before the Committee. 


RULE 7. PROCEDURES FOR HANDLING CLASSIFIED 
OR SENSITIVE MATERIAL 


7.1 Committee staff offices on the first 
floor of the Dirksen Office Building shail 
operate under strict security precautions. At 
least one security guard shall be on duty at 
all times by the entrance to control entry. 
All persons before entering the offices shall 
identify themselves. At least one additional 
security guard shall be posted at night for 
surveillance of the secure area where sensi- 
tive documents are kept. 

7.2 Sensitive or classified documents and 
material shall be segregated in a ‘secure 
Storage area, They may be examined only at 
secure reading faciiities. Copying, duplicat- 
ing, or removal from the Committee staf 
offices of such documents and other material 
is prohibited except as is necessary for use m, 
or preparation for, interviews or Committee 
mectings, Including the taking of testimony, 
und In conformity with Section 9.2 hereof. 

7.3. Each member of the Committee shut 
at all times have access to all papers sut 
other material received from any source. "1 ve 
Stalf Director shall be responsible for tio- 
maintenance, under appropriate seeurity 
procedures, of a registry which will numer 
and identify all papers aud other materiai 
In the possession of the Committee, nud siea 
registry shall be available to any member of 
the Committee. 

7.4 Access to chissifted information snp- 
plied to tho Committee shall be Hmited to 
the StalT Director, the Chief Counsel and t 
Council to the Minority, and those stait wem- 
bers with appropriate security clearances Ai 
B need~-to-know. 

75 No testimony taken Including tho 
nantes of witnesses testifying or mu'eris 
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pruita at an Executive Session, or classi- 
fled papers, and other materials recelved by 
tho staff or its consultants whllo in the em- 
ploy of the Committee shall be mado public, 
in whole or in part or by way of summary, or 
disclosed to any person outside tho Commit- 
tee unless authorized by a majority vote of 
the entire Conunit'ee, or after the termina- 
"on of the Comun..tec, In such manner as 
may be determined by the Senate, 

71.6 Before tho Committee is called upon 
to make any divpesition with respect to the 
Yestimony, pipers, or olher materlas pre- 
sented to lt, the Commnuttee members shall 
havo a reasonable opportunity to examine 
al pertinent Lesiizmuny, papers and other 
materials that havo been obtained by the 
Commilice sia. No member shall relea-o 
any such te. imong, papers, or other materl- 
als, or any information contained in such 
testimony, papers, or other materials, to the 
pubic or any perron outside the Committeo 
unle:s authorived by a majerity vole of the 
entiro Committee, or after the termination 
of the Committeo, in such manner as may 
be determined by the Senate. 


RULE 8. PREPARATION FOR COMAMITTEL MCETINGS 


8.1 Under directlon of the Chairman, the 
Staff Director, Chief Counsel, Counsel to the 
Minority, or other desiznated staf! members 
shall brief members of the Committce at a 
time sufficiently prior to any Committee 
meeting in order to assist the Committee 
members in preparation for such mecting 
and to determino any matter which the 
Committee memhor sight wish considered 
during the meeting; Ste brlehng shall in- 
cludo a list of all persim papers ; and other 
materials that havs Hiest 
Committee that bear on matters to be con- 
sidered at the meeting. 

8.2 Tho Staff Director, the Chief Counsel, 
and the Counsel to the Minority shall rec- 
ominend to the Chairman and the Vice Chaire 
‘men the testimony, papers, snd othar Mate- 


.rlals to be presented to the Committee at any 


meeting. The determination whether such 
testimony, papers, and other materials shall 
be presented in open or Executive session 
shall be made pursuant to the rules of the 
Senate. 

RULE 9. STAFF 


9.2 ‘The appolntment of all staff mem- 
bers and consuitants shall be confirmed by a 
majority vole of the Committee, After con- 
firmation, the Chairman shall certify staff ap- 
pointments to the Financial Clerk of the Sen- 
ate in writing. 

9.2 Except as otherwise provided by tho 
Committee, the duties of staff and consult- 
ants shall bo performed, and staff personnel 
affairs and day-to-day operations, including 
security and control of classifled documents 
and material, shall bo cdministered under tho 
direct supervision and control of the Staff 
Director and the Chief Counsel, The Counsel 
for the Minorlty shall be kept fully informed 
regarding fll matters and shall havo access 
to all material 1n tho files of the Committee. 

9.8 Tho staff of tho Commilico shall not 
discuss either the substance or procedure of 
the work of tho Committee with anyone 
other than a member of the Committeo or 
other Committee personnel. Upon termina- 
tion of employment by the Committee, ench 
member of the staff, or consultant, shull sur- 
render all classified and other yimterlal ro- 
lating to tho work of tho Gonimittes which 
camo into his possession white ṣi the employ 
of the Committee. 

9.4 Tho employment of any member of 
the staff or consullant who falls to conform 
to any of theso Rules shall be immediately 
terminated, 

RULE 10. SDRVICCS, INFORMATION, FACILITIES, 

AND PERSONNEL OF THE GOVERNMENT; CON- 

SULTANTS 


‘The Chairman shall have the authority to 
utilize tho services, information, facilities, 
and personnel of tho departments and ngon- 


ant, obtained by the . 
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cies of the government, nnd to procuro the 
temporary or intermittent services of experts 
or consultants or organizations thereof to 
minke studics or assist or advise the Com- 
mitteo with respect.to any matter under 
investigation. | 


RUVLE 11. ENEG OF MFASURES OR 


5 XZNDATIONS 

11.4 No nies or recommendations 
shall be reported Trovit the Committee unless 
a majority of the Committee is actually presa 
ent and 9 majority of Viose pre. ent Cour, 

11.2 Iu any case in which the Comralt 
tee is unable to reach a unanimous depi- 
sion, separate views or reports may be pre- 
sented and printed by ahy member or ment- 
bers of the Committee, 

13.3 A member of the Committee who 
gives notice of his intention to file supple- 
mental, minority, or additional views at the 
dime of final Committee approval of a meas- 
uro or matter, shall be entiticd to not less 
than three calendar days in which to file 
such views, in writing, with the Clerk of the 
Committee. Such views shall then bo in- 
cluded in the Committee report and printed 
in the same volume, as n part thereof, and 
their inclusion shall be noted on the cover 
of the report. 


RULE 12. CHANGES IN EULES 


These Rules may be modified, amended, or 
repealed by the Committee, provided that a 
Notice in writing of the proposed change has 
been given to each member at least 48 hours 
prior to the meeting at which action thereon 
13 to be taken. 










ANNOUNCEMENT OF POSITION 
ON VOTES 


Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, on 
April 22, 1975, I submitted for the 
Record a summary of my posivion on the 
votes for H.R. 2166, the tax reduction 
bil and H.R. 4290, the farm bill. For 
the permanent Recorp, I would like to 
correct an error made in this summary. 
The correct notation for votes No. 92 and 
93 should be as follows: 

Vote No. 92: Modified Bart unnum 
bered amendment—nay. 

Vote No. 93: Motion to table motion te, 
reconsider the vote by which the medi 


fied Hart unnumbered amendmen’ was 


agreed to—nay. 





THE IMPORTANCE OF 
LATIN AMERICA 


Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I 
wish to call to the attention of my 
colleagues an editorial which appeared 
in the Washington Post on April 26 en- 
titied, “The Importance of Latin Amer- 
ica.” Frankly, it is & sorry thing we 
have to be reminded. 

For too long, we have neglected what 
President Kennedy recognized as our 
“sister republics"-—and when we have 
dealt with them, it has too often been 
on the basis of paternalism rather than 
equality. Yet the good neishbor policy 
and the alliance for progress remind us 
that our relations have been—and apain 
can be—warm and constructive, They 
should occupy à central place in our 
foreign policy, and they should be con- 
ducted with the mutual respect they 
deserve. 

Unfortunately, we have been dis- 
tracted in recent years by hotter spots, 
such as Indochina and the Middle East, 
not to mention our traditional absorp- 
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ficis in superpower politics, To be sur, 
it is some measure of our indiiferen, 
that we have withheld trade preferenrn. 
acress-the-board, despite the fact th- 
countrics like Venezuela and Ecuador ¢ 
not participate in the Arab oil emba: 
which provoked our action, 

Beset by massive social and econo 
problems, South America continues 
ferment. We should not wait to be ce. 
fronted with revolution and crisis. Rat... 
er, we should anticipate and encom: 
progress and peaceful change. We ml . + 
begin by supporting a new and fr.. 
Panama Canal Treaty, by seriously mr. 
evaluating the present policy of San 
tions on Cuba, and by forswearing ins; :. 
ference in internal affairs, which has ly - 
such serious repercussions in Chile an; 
Honduras. 

Clearly, the mere visit of Secreta 
Kissinger cannot substitute for the sub- 
stantive reassessment and improveme:4 
of our altitudes and policies. Latin Amu- 
ica is coming of age; so should Ameri. 
Perhaps for our bicentennial we shut 
establish a new corollary to the Monn: 
Doctrine, that Latin America be pru- 
tected not only from European excesse 
but from our own as well, 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous coi- 
sent that the excellent Post editorial Le 
printed in the Recorp. 


There being no objection, the editoris! 
was ordered to be printed in the REco"», 
as follows: 

Tire IxPORTANCE OF LATIN AMERICA 


It is regrettable but not disastrous thut 
the Indochina crisis should have forced sec- 
retary of Stato Kissinger to postpone v: 
again his long-scheduled tzlp to Argentina, 
Brazil and Venezuela. The trip would euni: 
havo enhanced the secretary's understar«- 
ing of a region of far more critical and Cu- 
during importanco to the United States tl. " 
Indochina. And it wouid have given his ho 1 
tho opportunity to get what Latins perri- 
nially feel is a commodity m short supply-- 
the high level attention of the U.S. govern- 
ment. Yet the visit of an American Secretary 
of State, even ono who is a celebrity, is not 
something that would turn the heads oi 
thoughtful Latins, They will wish to seo wh:.t 
else Of g scrious naturo in Latin-U.S. reln- 
tions Js golng on. 


The chief political task of American pol- 

icy in tho hemisphere is, plainly, to-move 
heyond the arrogance and paranola thet I t 
American officials to think it was not omy 
apprcpriate but necessary to “destabilizo” tit 
elected governments of Chile in 1970-5. 
Since some of the same key officials, inel 
ing Dr. Elssinger, are still In ports of respo - 
sibility, this fs no small task. Optbni ʻi 
might hopo that the newly heightened Dud: 
lic and congressional vigilance over the C1^. 
and tho agency’s own announced reforms, i " 
enough to forestall another "Chile." Pe i 
mists will remain skeptical, at least until te 
test of tho next Chile 15 met. 


Meanwhlie, the developing empharis of Us. 
policy on treating Latin countries individ- 
ually, rather than as Look aile members of 
a heml;pherle collective, is a healthy zz 
This new emphasis fits tho reality that Tout? 
are different, It fits the current Latin m- 
clination to take n step away from the old 
notion of a hemispheric “community.” Att 
1f deepened, it should free American polir,- 
makers from tho insidious idea that wht 
happens in ong corner of Latin Aracrice wi) 
also happen 1n other corners, I6 ls preci «-¥ 
this idea that led Wasnington to fear tia 
Cuba and Chile, in their respectivo thes 
would contaminato tho rest of the regio 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Members of the USIB Ad Hoe Coordinating’ 


Group 


SUBJECT : Security Clearances - “b 
` së 


[4 | . ' \ Zoch T f S 
\ ^ M. d 
The following is a listing of 12 additional Senate 

Select Committee Staff members and official stenographers (*) 

who have received a security investigation by the Federal 

Bureau of Investigation within the past five years and 

are certified by Mr. William G.: Miller, Staff Director of 

the Senate Select Committee, by letter dated May 6, 1975, 

as meeting the requirements of Executive Order 10450 for 

access to classified information up to and including Top 








Secret. 
Name. . .. Date & Place of Birth Soc. Sec. No. 
*C. Harold Brown 6/6/38 Ohio 
*Wayne Birdsell 5/2/06 D.C, 
Anne Karalekas 11/6/16 Mass: ` 
*Mary Lynch 3/16/26 W. Va. 
Robert Kelley 10/29/40 Ind. 
Paul Wallach 5/24/47 N. Y. 
Lester Seidel 7/17/44 D.C. 
*Fpank Shelburn 5/30/13 Va. 
*Robert Thomas 12/16/25 Md. 
Gregory Treverton 1/21/47 Colo. 
William Truehart 12/18/18 Va. 
"Fred Ward ` 11/20/40 D.C. 
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e W. R. Wannall Ident. 
W. O. Cregar VA hee 
S F; an Gil Laboratory 





. 
Plan. & Eval. 


Spec. Inv, 
Rer 


ctor Sec'y __ 


My memorandum to you dy its furnished highlights of 
information relating to an interview by a Senate Select Committee 
(SSC) Staff Member of retired SA Alan G. Sentinella, as obtained 
by Supervisor Seymor Gage Phillips of the Bureau's Senstudy 75: 
Special Project. 


At 11:20 a.m. 5/14/75_Sentinélla telephonically eonbaebed 
Phillips from Atlanta, Georgia, and advised that he had ‘been tele- 
phonically contacted earlier on the morning of 5/14/75 by SSC 
Staff Member Lester B. Seidel who had interviewed him 5/12/75. 
Seidel told Sentinella that he is being subpoenaed to give sworn 
testimony before an Executive Session of the SSC 9:30 a.m. Wednesday, 
5/21/75. The testimony is to be-given in Room G-308, New Senate 
Office Building. In response to specific questions from Sentinella, 
Seidel advised Sentinella that he will be reimbursed expenses, that 
his presence will probably be needed for only one day, and that"the 
purpose is to essentially go over the material covered when Seidel 
interviewed Sentinella 5/12/75. Seidel asked Sentinella who had 
taken over the case concerning Levison (Stanley David Levison, former 
consultant to Martin Luther King, Jr., who was under Bureau investi- 
gation because of his communist background) in Atlanta when 
Sentinella left. Sentinella furnished Seidel the name of SA 


Richard Hamilton. Are ly xw / / b 3 ch -44 


Sentinella asked Phillips for @ssistance of the nature he 
received when he was interviewed; that is, someone~fxom the Bureau 
to render guidance relative to any sensitive areas that might*be: 
touched upon. He furnished the following as his deletion ggbers 
in Atlanta, all area code 404. 


Office: 658-2167 


8-2498 


658-2119 CONTINUED - OVER 


Residence: 475-5327 
62-116395 475-7816 
1 - 67-432832 (Personn@1 File Former SA Alan G., Sentinella) 








SFP: ekw ew 
8 4 May 08) 19/5 e WMP 


NW 55075 Docldad: 325389532 Page 16 





Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
RE: SENSTUDY 75 
62-116395 





In accordance with established procedure, Sentinella 
was advised that he would be contacted by someone from the 
Office of the Legal Counsel who will make arrangements for 
à Bureau representative to be available for consultation 
Should Sentinella'!s testimony involve sensitive areas of 
inquiry;  Sentinélla indicated his intention of arriving 
in Washington, D, Ca, late in the afternoon or in the 
evening of the day preceding his testimony, 


ACTION: 
Refer to Legal Counsel so that someone from that 


Office may get in touch with Sentinella in accordance with 
the foregoing. 
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. This informative memorandum is to report briefing of 
Senate Select Committee (SSC) Staff Members on informant matters 


by INTD personnel. ; 0 


At the request of the SSC Staff, a briefing session 
was held in my office from 8:50 a.m., to 10:50 a.m., 5/16/75. 
Representing the SSC were Staff Members Mark Gitenstein and 
Thomas Dawson. In addition to myself, present from the INTD 
were Deputy Assistant Director H. E. Helgeson, S. F. Phillips 
of SENSTUDY - 75 Staff, and Unit Chiefs E. P. Grigalus (IS-2 
Section), and H. A. Newman, Jr. (IS-1 Section). Also present 
was Supervisor J. D. Miller of the Legal Counsel's Office. 


SSC Staff Members had previously reviewed Sections 


of the Manual of Instructions and the purpose of the briefing 

was to go over these Sections and answer the visitors' questi. 

and clarify doubtful areas. Such matters as the following D 

were covered: Terminology regarding confidential sources, 

potential security informants and security informants; mean 

for approving informants; payments to informants both on 

SAC approval and FBIHQ approval; converting of potential infor- 

mants to informants; establishing reliability; assignment of 

symbol numbers; distinction between permanent and temporary 

symbol numbers; use of FD-401 for semiannual reports on infor- 

mants; use of FD-405 for monthly and quarterly reports on 

informants. Also covered were: Use of informants in COINTELPRO; 

entrapment and agent provocateur aspects; movement of informants 

between field office territories; channelizing memoranda; handling 

of informants after determined to be unreliable; and piu g 1 
Auen 


role relating to informants at S WE 
Gitenstein, who was wf seni EE) EH or^ the SSC 


Mr. 
team present, indicated satisfaction with the eet gë be 
briefing and that all their inquiries had been answered. He made 
16 MAY 27 1975 
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[eer cogent observation concerning the FBI's handling of 
informants. The SSC Task Force he is on is studying informant 
matters in various intelligence community agencies including 
the FBI. He stated that they had found the FBI as so much far 
superior to other agencies that they considered the FBI as the 
standard for all law enforcement. He cited specifically the 
finding that the Internal Revenue Service and the Bureau of 

Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms as very weak in informant 
aspects. 


It is believed that the visitors found the briefing 
most productive, as they themselves stated that briefings 
such as this one will be very helpful to the SSC in its work; 
&nd promote friendly and businesslike relations between the 
SSC and the Bureau. 





ACTION: 


None. For information. 
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REQUEST FOR FBI DATA ON HIM UNDER THE 
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Director Sec'y cn! 
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x en 

We received this afternoon, 5/9/75, from Mrs. Süsán-M- 

Hauser of the Deputy Attorney General's Office, the following 

data: 1) informal note fróm Doug Marvin to the Deputy. Attorney 
Senator Hart's meeting with the Attorney General 

5/6/75; 2) letter to Senator Hart by the Attorney General vr 

5/7/75 advising that Hart's oral request for access to his FB 

file will be treated as coming under the FOIA; and 3) a memoran- 

dum from for files dated 5/6/75 that appears to have been 

dictated by the Attorney General in which he sets forth pertinent 

information concerning his meeting with Senator Hart. The Attorney 

General points out that he will treat Hart's oral request as 

coming under the FOIA although he did not know whether the 

Senator should in fact make this request in writing (actually, 

the Code of Federal Regulations, of course, points out that FOIA 

requests must be in writing). 


According to the Attorney General's memorandum, Senator 
Hart ‘indicated that he was not trying to make a particular 
point and did not want to go to court, but rather felt it would 
be helpful to members of the Senate Select Committee, who wanted 
to do it, to see what an FBi file was like, and he felt that by N 
a 


seeing his own file it would raise less problems than trying to 
see someone else's file. 


In view of the Attorney General's letter to Senator 
Hart of 5/7/75 advising him that his oral request will be processed 
under the FOIA, the FOIA Section will immediately institute the 
processing of this request. However, unless advised to the 2 
contrary, it is intended that Senator Hart's request will be put 
in chronological order and will receive no special treatment. It. 
should also be noted that Senator Eart is under the mistaken ! 


Senate Select Committee, he could receive an FBI file on a. third"? 


6A-4/ 6395 — 
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J. C. Farrington to Mr. McDermott. memo 
Re: Senator Gary Hart 


party and be allowed to look at it. This, of course, is not 

l. correct and we would advise Senator Hart the same as any other 
requester making a similar request that we would need authori- 
zation from the third party involved prior to releasing any data 
we may have to the Senator. 





Senator Hart is a new. Senator serving his first term. 
He was the campaign manager of Senator McGovern's 1972 T o 
| Presidential campaign. 
' RECOMMENDATION: 


For information. 
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t 
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This informative memorandum to record highlights of | 
information relating to an interview by Senate Select Committee (SSC) 
Staff Member of retired SA Alan G., Séntinella, as obtained by 
Supervisor Seymor Fred Phillips of the Bureau's Senstudy 75 


Special Project. 


es 
IG 


ive! 


md a: 


ALL YHFORMATION CONTAI 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 


Phillips was in Sentinella's private office at 12:24 p.m. 
when Seidel arrived. Sentinella explained to Seidel'that after 
Sentinella had agreed in a telephone conversation with Seidel 5/9/75 
to being interviewed, he (Sentinella) contacted the Atlanta FBI 
Office because Sentinella was concerned with the sensitivity of the 
information he knew about King and Levison and wanted to protect | 
the confidentiality of his information and the Bureau's i Lech 

e en i aM Piaget fod >}, | 
especially as pertaining to current besar iris Ali, S Eu. 
Sentinella explained to Seidel that the FBI offered faye an Agent 
present, not to monitor the interview, but for consultation; ppo ses 
should the interview reach into sensitive areas. Sentinella thus., 
accounted to Seidel for Phillips' presence. At this.pointee“PHTTT ips 
reiterated the reasons given by Sentinella for the presence of a 
FBI Agent and Seidel was told that Phillips' presence was defi 


62-116395 
SFP: ekw (98 V 


1 - 67-432832 (Personnel File Former SA Alan G. Sentinell&)], 


KI Page 22 


| Pursuant to Bureau instructions, Phillips went to Atlanta, 

Georgia, to fulfill the request of Sentinella for the presence of 
a Bureau Agent at the time Sentinella was to be interviewed on 
5/12/75 by SSC Staff Member Lester B. Seidel. Sentinella is presently 
Safety Director, Georgia State University, Atlanta. He has been 
retired from the FBI for about four years and in the period around 
2 1964-66 he did work on the investigation of Martin Luther King, Jr., 
i and for a time, the King case as well as that of King's organization, 

E the Southern Christian Leadership Conference, was assigned to him. 

; Sentinella had been told in advance by Seidel that he was to ky, 

D interviewed concerning King and Levison (Stanley David Levison| 
E n former consultant to King who was under Bureau investigation because 
: of his communist background). 
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not intended to have any chilling effect on Seidel's interview 
and that Phillips was there only upon Sentinella's request and 
for the purposes indicated, Phillips then retired to an adjoining 
room. 


Sentinella consulted with Phillips on only one occasion. 

At about 1:45 p.m. .° he came to Phillips adjoining office. and 
said that Seidel's current questioning was concerning the make-up 

of the squad Sentinella was assigned to around 1965. This squad 
‘handled security, racial, and civil rights matters and Seidel was 
apparently seeking information as to the parámetersof these types 

of investigations and what they entailed. At this point Phillips 
joined Seidel and Sentinella and offered the following in possible 
assistance to Seidel, Phillips explained that the various Sections 
of the Bureau Manuals dealing with these types of investigations 
had been made available to the SSC and insofar as the security 
Sections were concerned, there was presently being processed at the 
Bureau superseded Sections dating back to 1960 to be made available 
to the SSC. At this point Seidel stated he was not so much interested 
in what the Manuals said but actually wanted Sentinella, to the best 
of his recollection, to furnish names of individuals and organizations 
under investigation in Atlanta during the pertinent period. 
}Sentinella refused to name any, stating that he had no idea as to. 
what might be under current investigation or how his furnishing of 
information now might affect current Bureau's interests.  Sentinella 
akso told Seidel that he, Sentinella, was not so naive as to 

believe that his information might not appear in the press. Seidel 
immediately said that he would furnish no information to the press. 
Sentinella then said that he was not intimating that Seidel would be 
responsible, but that the information might still be publicized and 
that once Sentinella gave the information it fell eompletely out of 
his control. Seidel indicated that Sentinella might be required 
through subpoena to testify before the SSC and be asked the same 
question. Sentinella responded! that his answer before the Committee 
would be the same. Phillips indicated to Sentinella that if he 
{desired to consult with Phillips concerning the names of any 
investigations Sentinella recalled, Phillips would assist him by 
indicating, if he knew, whether they were of current FBI interest. 
Sentinella desired no such help and insisted to Seidel that he did 
not desire to name the subjects of prior investigations. This inter- 
lude in the formal interview lasted about 10 minutes after which 
Phillips returned to the adjoining room. 
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At 2:20 p.m. the interview ended and Phillips was 
taken by Sentinella back into the latter's office where Seidel 
said he was leaving and wanted to say good-bye. Phillips alluded 
to the interview having been completed to which Seidel responded, 
and these are to the best of Phillips' recollection, Seidel's 
exact words, "Yes, you're not letting him give us the good 
information." Immediately upon hearing this statement from 
Seidel, Phillips interjected a strong protest by stating to Seidel 
that neither Phillips nor the FBI was keeping Sentinella from giving 
any information; that the FBI has not injected itself in Sentinella's 
decision to give or not give information. Seidel responded with a 
statement to the effect that the result is the same -- Sentinella 
is not giving the good information. Phillips again responded by 
telling Seidel that irrespective of the latter's opinion, Phillips 
wanted the record crystal clear that Sentinella has not been 
counseled by Phillips or anyone else in the FBI as to what he 
should:or should not teil Seidel. Sentinella interrupted to 
express his loyalty to the Bureau as well as his respect for 
the confidentiality of his relationship with the Bureau and its 
work. He told Seidel that he did not intend to be a talkative, 
discontented former FBI employee às apparently .: are some of 
the sources being consulted by the SSC, Sentinella pointed out  . 
that he himself had been the subject of disciplinary action by the 
Bureau but that it had made him a better Agent and that it in no 
way would influence his loyalty and responsibility to the Bureau. 
Seidel then left. 


After Seidel's departure, Sentinella stated it was his 
personal desire to dictate a lengthy question and answer type 
Statement of the entire interview while it was fresh in his mind 
as he had not taken any notes. He said he preferred to handle this 
with his own secretary whom he trusts implicitly and has pledged 
to maintain this information confidential.  Sentinella advised that 
he would have the typing of the statement completed the following 
day and would immediately make a copy available to Atlanta SAC 
DeBruler for transmittal to Bureau Headquarters, At Sentinella's 
invitation, Phillips sat in on the dietation of practically the 
entire statement as a means for Sentinella briefing Phillips on 
the details of the interview, Instant memorandum is not intended 
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to summarize these details which will be forthcoming with 
Sentinella's statement to be mailed to the Bureau. However, 

one Significant question asked of Sentinella should be noted. 
During a discussion of electronic surveillances in the King 
investigation, Seidel asked how other Agents felt about "illegal 
use of taps." Sentinella's response was that the taps were not 


illegal and were put on only after approval by the Attorney 
General. 


OBSERVAT TONS: 


It is Phillips! view that Sentinélla represents a 
high caliber former Agent who is completely loyal to the Bureau: 
and will apparently go to any extreme to maintain.the confidentiality 
of the work he did. He certainly could be described as a reluctant 
witness if he is ever called to testify. He expressed personal' 
concern that he might be called but hoped that his uncooperativeness 
in some areas to Seidel's questions might discourage his being called. 


of objectivity on the part of Seidel. The first concerns his 
comment to Phillips about the FBI not letting Sentihella give him 
"good information." To begin with, this was an unjustified allé£ga- 
cdón and Seidel was set straight immediately after his remark. 

| Secondly, the mere fact that Seidel is referring to "good" infor- 


| |. Two incidents related above are very suggestive of & lack 


mation suggests itself that certain information fits their desires 
and others does not. "There appears to be a lack of regard for 
merely securing the facts, regardless of what those facts might 
indicate. The second indicator of lack of objectivity was Seidel's 
inquiry about "illegal use of taps." This question fits the 
classic question of, "When did you stop beating your wife?" 

If the Committee is going to be asking questions like this one, 

its objectivity is certainly subject to challenge. 


As ex- or current employees volunteer to us results 
of interviews conducted of them by the SSC, we will carefully 
study them for, among other things, additional evidence of the 
nature discussed above. If there is a continuation of this 
line of questioning or other unjustified comments to Bureau 
representatives, we will consider taking up with the Attorney 
General the matter of possible protest to the SSC, 


"JE 
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RECOMMENDATION: 


This memorandum is for the immediate information 
of Bureau officials. When the detailed statement of Sentinella 
| is received, we will prepare an LHM for the Attorney General 
with a copy for possible forwarding to Mr. James Wilderotter, i 
Associate Counsel to the President. This is the procedure we 
have been following when former Agents have volunteered to us 
the results of interviews of them by the SSC. 


for. 
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ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION Telephone Rm. 


p) 4 Diroctor Sec'y __ 
By memorandum it tonai as above submitted earlier today, Her 
I advised you of a telephone call received 4/22/75 from former Special 
Agent Whitson. He had KEES to advise that he had been requested 

_to appens for interview by Michael Epstein, staff member of the 


Sens te. Baie 2ct Committee, 


|." At 2:50 p.m. today (4/23/75) Mr. Whitson called at my office 
and said that he bad dust been interviewed by Mr. Epstein and was 
desirous of reporting the results. 


»J 2 e m 


e 
a Epstein first asked Whitson when he entered the Bureau, when 
he first arrived for assignment at Headquarters, to what Headquarters 
Division he had been assigned, and when he retired. Epstein then said 
that he knew that Whitson had at one time mailed a package to 
Mrs. Martin Luther King from Tampa, Florida, and asked Whitson to 
relate the details concerning this matter.  Whitson thereupon told 
NS him that in the late Summer of 1964 former Assistant to the stooge 
SS 


P2703 MI $ 


William C, Sullivan had telephoned Whitson at his home one Saturday 
and told him that former Director Hoover wanted Whitson to deliver, 
a package to Miami, Florida, by plane and on arrival at the Miami 
Airport to telephone Sullivan for further instructions. Whitson did 
t as directed and upon calling Sullivan was instructed to address the 
& package to Mr, Martin Luther Xing. Accordingly, Whitson had the 
package weighed, put stamps on it, and addressed it to Martin Luther 
Ve oi ing (not Mrs, Martin Luther King as Epstein had indicated). The 
SS following day, Sunday, Whitson flew back to Washington. The next day, 
^' €» Monday, he informed Sullivan that his instructions had been carried 
out and Sullivan commented "Someday I will tell yo "hi He pai e 
"REC-100 2. Mh ^W i4 
Epstein asked him who had paid ur the stamps to ae PA 
package and Whitson said that he had probably done so utilizing per 
diem money. Epstein asked whether he had put a return address on the 
package and Whitson replied in the negative, Epstein_asked if Whitson 
had gone to the Miami Office, whether any Agent had met him At the - 
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Miami Airport, or whether Whitson had discussed this with anyone. 
Whitson advised Epstein that he had not gone to the Miami Office, that 
no Agent had met him, and that he had discussed the matter only with 
Sullivan. At this point, Whitson asked Epstein how he got the story. 
Epstein merely laughed and did not reply to the question. 





Epstein by Whitson. Whitson made the following additional comments 


The foregoing represents the information furnished to 
| and observations. 


H 


When Sullivan told Whitson he wanted him to fly the package 
| to Miami, he stated that only he, Sullivan, Mr. Hoover, Mr. Tolson, 
and Mr. Belmont knew of this situation, Sullivan never did explain 
to Whitson anything more regarding this incident. Sullivan did during 
Whitson's anniversary celebration in 1968 in Sullivan's office refer 

| to Whitson as "a real pro who knows how to carry out an assignment," 
and further commented that someday he would tell Lish about the 
assignment to which he had referred in his remarks. 


Whitson said that whan he arrived at the North Terminal 
of National Airport, following Sullivan's telephonic instructions, 
a young man who was unknown to Whitson but who addressed him as 
"Mr. Whitson" turned a package over to him which was wrapped in brown 
paper and seded with sealing tape. It is Whitson's recollection 
the package measured approximately 8 inches by 8 inches by 1 inch. 


It is Whitson'!s recollection that at the time the foregoing 
occurred, Martin Luther King was either just about to go abroad to 
receive the Nobel Peace Prize or probably had already gone abroad. 

It was Whitson's further recollection that sometime shortly after 

the mailing of the package Sullivan commented to Whitson that the 
package had not yet been received by Martin Luther King. Because of 
this remark, Whitson is of the belief that the package was mailed 

to Martin Luther King at the headquarters of the Southern Christian 
Leadership Conference and not to Mr. King at the latter's home. 
Further, it was Whitson's recollection that it was not long after he 
had mailed the package that Martin Luther King had a personal meeting 
with former Director Hoover in Mr. Hoover's office, 





Whitson stated that during the interview Epstein asked 
Whitson if he had ever written a memorandum regarding this matter, to 
hich Whitson replied in the negative. He was also asked by Epstein 
if he bad ever seen à memorandum on this and Whitson again replied 
in the negative. Whitson observed that in his opinion the information 
which was in the possession of Epstein prior to his interview with 
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Whitson must have originated with W. C. Sullivan. Whitson noted 

that Mr. Hoover and Mr. Tolson are both deceased and that he has heard 
nothing indicating Mr. Belmont has been contacted by members of the 
staff of the Senate Select Committee. One other factor that causes 
him to feel that Sullivan was the source of the information was a 
question Epstein raised as to whether Whitson had put a return address 
on the package when he addressed it to Martin Luther King. Whitson 
said he recalls that when he was in Miami and received the telephonic 
instructions from Sullivan, Sullivan told him that he should put a 
return address on the package and Whitson pointed out thet if he did 
so and the name of the addressee became smeared the package would end 
up at someone's return address rather than in the dead letter office. 
Sullivan concurred that no return address should be used. Thus, 
Sullivan would probably have reason to have commented regarding the 
use or nonuse of a return address. 


Whitson stated that in the event he is called again to be 
interviewed by anyone connected with' the Senate Select Committee, he 
intended to notify the Bureau beforehand and would appreciate it if 
the Bureau would consider having someone present during the interview, 
if this could be arranged, since he recognizes an obligation not to 
reveal FBI information contrary to regulations issued by the Attorney 
General. Appreciation was expressed to Mr. Whitson for his volun- 
teering the foregoing information. 


This is the first instance which has come to our attention 
indicating staff members of the Senate Select Committee are proceeding 
with interviews of former Agents. i have discussed this matter with 
Mr. Mintz and he and I feel it would be appropriate to furnish an 
abstract of the interview of Whitson by Epstein to the Ad Hoc 
Coordinating Group of the Intelligence Community in order that 
interested agencies will be avare of the procedures presently being 
followed by the Select Committee and of the Committee's interest in 
matters other than jurisdictional bases. All Committee requests to 
us have thus far been confined to the latter. 





ACTION: 


If approved, an abstract will be provided for the records 
of the Ad Hoc Coordinating Group. 
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e 2 ES . . EI i 
Sron 3 75 ; L - Mr. W. R. Wannall 


1 
BE l - Mr. W. Q Cregar 

1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips 
DEES MARKT OE ASS MED M. ANN MIERZEJEWSKI OF YOUR 


em MÀ 


OFFICE HAVE BEEN REQUESTED TO APPEAR FOR INTERVIEWS UNDER OATH 


REBUTEL MAY 2, 1975. 


HY THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTES (SSC) AT 2 P.M., TUHSDAY, MAY 20, 
REPEAT 20, 1975. YOU ARE TO ADVISE BOTH I AM WAIVING THEIR 
EMPLOYMENT AGREGMENTS GNLY TO THE EXTENT OF PERMITTING THEIR 
DISCLOSURE OP INVORMATION RELAYING TO DUTIES PERFORMED BY THEM 
JULY - SEPTEMBER, 1964, IM CONNECTION WITH FBI WORK AT DEMO- 








CRATIC HATIOMAL CONVENTION, ATLANTIC CITY, NEW JERSEY. RE? 
| ad^ EMPLOYESS ARE TO REPORT TO J. B. BOTIS OR P. V. DALY OF 
AV 
POT. LEGAL COUNSEL'S OFFICE, ROOM 4513, JUSTICE BUILDING, BETWEEN 
11 A.M. AND WOCH MAY 20, FOR CONSULTATION PRIOR TO 2 P.M. 
APPEARANCES. TREY MAY PLAN TO RETURN TO NEWARK SAME DAY. FBI 
REPRESENTATIVE WILL BE AV. FOR ro oe 
e -100 c LUE = " ~~ em 
ç VIEWS BUT WILL NOT BE PRESENT DURING INTERVIEWS. — 
" 





A 
ES 1 - 67-538691 (Personnel file Mary Ann Massa) 16 MAY 23 1915 i 2 
Dep. AD Adm.” d^ = 67- M (Personnel file M. Ann Mierzejewski) E 
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Intell. je 

Laboratory — j 
Plon. A Eval. — j 
Spec. Inv. 

Training (u^ 

Lega! Coun 


Telephone Rm. __ oS " 
MAROM] TELETYPE UNIT [Y | GPO 921-345 
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PAGE TWO 62-116395 


ISSUE GTR'S FOR TRANSPORTATION AND TRAVEL VOUCHERS FOR 
EXPENSES. 

DIRECT ANY QUESTIONS REGARDING THIS MATTER TO LEGAL 
COUNSEL?S OFFICE. 





NOTE s 


Referenced teletype advised all offices of procedures 
to £ollow if present or former employees contacted by SSC for 
interview. These two secretaries were on a Special Squad at 
Atlantic City, New Jersey, in connection with the Convention in 
1964. The SSC Staff known to have already interviewed two former 
Agents assigned to that squad. Instructions herein pursuant to 
Mr. Mintz's direction. F. A. O. Schwartz, Chief Counsel to the 
Senate Select Committee advised that the Committee would reimburse 
the employees! expenses incurred for transportation, etc,, 
relating to their testimony for the Commission. This matter has 
been coordinated with L. Clyde Groover, of the Administrative 
Division. 


Z 
Peak 
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED D RS 


HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 
"0 On 


DATE /- 








OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010-106 m 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA GEN, REG. NO. 27 
: Assoc. Dir. 





UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


Dep. AD Adm. — 
Dep. AD Inv. — 


Memorandum | d 


Comp. Syst, —— 
Ext. Affairs 


Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 5/9/75 Files & Com. — 


e ; SC 











Mee, 
tion 
we i 
baratory 
Plen, "8, Eval. — 





Legal Counsel 









Spec. Inv. 


Traini 
Legal Coyn! 
Telépho: 


Director e m 





SENSTUDY 75 


mee? 






At approximately 2:35 PM, Mr. Allen G. . Sentinella— 
telephonically advised that he retired from the Atlanta Office in 
1971, and is ‘currently employed at Georgia State University, 
Atlanta, Georgia. Sentinella said he had just been contacted by 
an individual who identified himself as Lester Seidel of the Senate 
Select Committee. Seidel desires to interview Sentinella on Monday, 
May 12th, concerning the Martin Luther King and Levinson cases. 


Sentinella stated that while assigned to the Atlanta Office P 
he handled the dissemination of information received from informants Ga 
during our investigation concerning the. communist infiltration of the 
SCLC. Sentinella said he recalled very little concerning this 
investigation and gave his assurances that he would not divulge any 
confidential information. 


Sentinella asked whether or not he should retain private 
counsel and he was informed if he felt it necessary, he should do so. 
He was further informed that his interview was entirely voluntarily 
and he had no obligation to submit to interview. Mr. Sentinella gave 
his office telephone number as Area Code 404-658-2167, 2168 or 2170 


and “his home phone number as Area Code o Lae 


erh 
RECOMMENDATION: For informatione MAY 271975 ,; 


A 
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8. Hind. lo 5010-306 \ 
MAY 1962 EDITION * 
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Ut ua = INFORMATION CONTAINED Ben, bn. 





GSA GEN, REG. NO. 27 X 
Assoc. Dir. 


bk 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ^ Mr. J. B. Adams M mm 
` ane — 


Memorandum Mr. T. J. Jenkins Km 


- Each Assistant Director 


HHH 
l 


Admini e 
Comp. Syst. 
Ext. Affairs =- 
Mr. W. R. Wannall DATE: 5/19/75 Files & Com. — 

en. Inv. 
Mnt. 


e 1- Mr. W. O. C sin ru 


reo € LS Mio a 

















Plan. & Eval. — 








SENSTUDY - 75 “Fi S LAST Training 


a Legal Coun 

F ga un, ey 

© BY Telephone Rm. —. 
Director Sec'y —_ 


Attached is a copy of a letter to the Attorney General 
dated 5/14/75, from Senator Frank Church, Chairman, U. S. Senate 
Select Committee (SSC) with appendices A thru D. 





Appendix A, entitled\"Documents_ Pertaining to the 
Committee's. Prior Requests," c lasists of 10 requests most of 
which have been already respondéd to or, in the instances of 
requests numbers 4, 7, 8 and 9, àre the responsibility of the 
Department of Justice. Item 6 has been previously referred 
to the White House. Appendices B, C, and D, contain numerous 
"new" requests.which are extremely broad in their definition, 
often ambiguous in meaning and contain many instances where 
they seem to be parallel to and overlap previous requests. 


On 5/16/75, a conference was held in the Intelligence 
Division between representatives of the INTD SENSTUDY Staff and 
Departmental representatives Messrs. Robert McDermott and 
K. William O'Connor. Mr. McDermott is on the staff of the \ 
Deputy Attorney General and has been active in coordinating 
SSC matters. He is being replaced in this capacity on 5/19/25 
by Mr. O'Connor, Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Civil 
Rights Division. Mr. O'Connor advised that the Deputy Attorney 
General, Judge Tyler and White House representative James 
Wilderotter were both greatly concerned about the shi Bete 
contained in the May, 14, letter.  TREj(jei: AES eel 
were much too broad and placed much toome urden e p 
Department and the FBI to be forthcoming. Eir. oi Connor ro fu 
that the requests clearly indicated an intention E SSC to. 
gain access to FBI "raw files" while not actually 2 ilt Secus wi 
this point. In this regard you will note that Page 3 of the  .'' 
May, .14, letter defines the SSC request for "memoranda 
and other materials" as meaning 'all documents relating to the 
subject matter requested and are to include (but are not limited 


62-116395 "i 
EWLicmc'. C LE 


Q7)4) x. CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
Re:  SENSTUDY.- 75 ? 
62-116395 


to) reports, letters, correspondence, airtels, LHMs, inserts, 
executive conference memoranda, 302s, Assistant Director memos, 
notes, routing slips, etc." This letter, also on Page 3, 
recognizes that the request is substantial but urges the 
executive agencies to apply sufficient manpower and attention 
to enable prompt responses. Prompt response is defined by the 
Committee as having most of the material available within 10 
days and all of it shortly thereafter. Mr. O'Connor advised 
hat he was aware that the imposition of such a condition upon 
ithe responses created an impossible task. He advised that on 
onday, 5/19/75, he would contact SSC Chief Counsel F. A. O. 
Schwarz calling attention to this time factor and also the often 
broad and ambiguous manner of many of the requests appended 
to the May, 14, letter. Mr. O'Connor hopes to negotiate these 
requests as well as the conditions attached to the responses 
by the SSC to the end that the requests are more narrowly 
defined and that the deadline imposed by the Committee be 
relaxed to a more realistic time frame. 


Pending receipt of results of Mr. O'Connor's inter- 
cession with SSC we are proceeding with an analysis of the SSC's 
requests and attempting to separate components for specific 
assignments to appropriate divisions within FBIHO so that our 
responses may be forthcoming in as coordinated and timely 
a fashion as possible. 


ACTION: 


None. For information purposes. 


/ " 
M (Ge Ve 
XT 
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JOHN G. TOWER, TEXAS, VICE CHAIRMAN 
PHILIP A. HART, MICH. 

WALTER F, MONDALE, MINN. 


WALTER D! HUDDACSTON, KY. 
REUERY “MOLDAN, Më 


HOWARD H, BAKER, JR., TENN 
GARY HART, COLO. 


» JR 
BARRY GOLOWATER, Ae 
CHARLES MCC, MA 


. Ti Re MO, 
RICHARD S, SCHWE! e 
& D 
WILLIAM G, MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR 
i FREDERICK A. O. SCHWARZ, JR. CHIEF COUNSEL 
CURTIS R.'SMOTHERS, MINORITY COUNSEL 


Dlrifed “State benat 


Es 

SELECT COMMITTEE TO 
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 
(Pursuant YO S. RES. 21, HTH CONGRESS) 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 








sd 1}, 1975 . 


, RV? 
The Honorable Edward H. Levi 
The Attorney General 


Washington, D. C. 20530 


NO 
d 





ii 
4 
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Dear Mr. Attorney General: 


29 P 
40 


yan’ 
uL 


qY 


The purpose of this letter is to review.with you the status 
of the Select Committee's outstanding requests to your Department 
and. to set out several new areas in which the Committee is request- 
ing either staff access to documents or copies of documents for its 
own files. 


follows: 


In the matter of the outstanding requests the chronology is as 


sia 


You will recall that I wrote to you on March 19, setting 
out five areas pertaining to the FBI in which the Committee 
was initially interested. 


. Although we have had partial 
comoliance with the request, tnat process is not yet complete. 


In addition, on April 21, Mr. Schwarz, Chief Counsel of 


the Committee, met with the Deputy Attorney General about the 
March 19 letter and about the establishment of liaison between 
your Department IU tne Committee. 


On April 23: Mr. Schwarz wrote to the Deputy Attorney 
General a letter reflecting that meeting, clarifying the 


March 19 request on the matter of intelligence techniques, and 
e Division. 


D 


` 


making a further request pertaining to the Internal Security 


D di 
Mr. Schwarz also wrote the Deputy Attorney General and 
the FBI Director a memorandum on April 30 requesting that 


Committee staff members be permitted access to certain documents 
falling within the. scope of the March 19 request 





On April 28, I wrote to you concerning the so-called 
"Official and Confidential" files of the FBI. 


ear 


- 


g ba: - (f. 7 fun 8 


-~eo m- 
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The Committee has not yet received a formal response to those 
letters. Appendix A sets out those documents which have not yet 
been supplied to the Committee pursuant to the March 19 rachis 
and follow-up, correspondence. . 


On the second matter, that is, the request for copies of addi- 
tional documents (and for staff access to others), the Committee's 
interest falls into roughly three areas pertaining to the activities 
of the FBI and the Department of Justice: : 


First, the Committee has Bue made aware of additional 
documents that are analogous to the background requests made 
in the First Document Request. These documents are set out 
as Appendix B. oos 


Second, the Committee is concerned about several programs 

. or studies pertaining to specific intelligence or counter- 
intelligence activities of the FBI. S. Res. 21 specifically 
requires the Committee to investigate "the conduct of domestic 
counterintelligence operations against United States citizens" 
_by the FBI. Therefore, the Committee must conduct an exhaustive 
investigation of the so-called "COINTELPRO" programs as well 
as miscellaneous other incidents which have come to our attention. 
S. Res. 21.also specifically reauires the Committee to investi- 
gate all aspects of the so-called "Huston Plan". Further 
requests pertaining to these nauena are set out, as Appendix C. 


Third, we are interested in allegations pertaining to 
electronic surveillance generally, “electronic surveillance of 
the so-called "17 government officials and journalists" in 
1969-71 by the FBI, electronic ‘surveillance and other intelli- 

_ gence activities directed at Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., and 
electronic surveillance and other intelligence activities at 
the Democratic National Convention in Atlantic City, New Jersey, 

© -in the summer of 1964. Requests pertaining to these subjects 
are set out as Appendix D. . € 


In setting out certain specific dócuments in the Appendices, 
the.Committee does not change its position that the original request 
of March 19 was general in scope and designed to encourage the 

Justice Department and the FBI to provide us with documents pertain- 
ing to the legal authority and the policy and procedures of the FBI 
which have not yet been brought to the cvtention of the Committee 

and were therefore not specifically mentioned in any of its requests. 
Furthermore, the Committee intends its requests to be generously 
construed so that descriptive words used herein are meant in & general 


4 
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usage sense and not necessarily in the techn 
Justice Department or the FBI. Thus, word 


other materials" refer to all documents ve 
letters, correspondence, airtels, LHMs, inserts, executive con Zutate 
memoranda, 302s, "Assistant Director memos", notes, routing slips, 

etc. ` e 4 


Where. the response to a particular request would involve the 
production of derogatory personal information about an individual, F 
please provide the document with such information deleted and consult: | 
the Chief Counsel regarding procedures for access to the deleted : 
information which will protect individual privacy to the degree 
consistent with the Committee's need to exercise its mandate. 


e-» We recognize, of course, that this is a substantial request. 
But the mandate given to the Committee by the Senate is itself very i 
"broad. We are seeking to perform our duties under that mandate ' 
expeditiously. For us to do so, it.is necessary for the Executive | 
Agencies to apply sufficient manpover and &ttention to our requests 

. to enable prompt responses. We hope that you will have a schedule 

. for response promptly, have most of the material available within 

10 days, and all of it shortly thereafter. 


“The Committee also asks to be advised at once whether the 
‘specific documents presently outstanding from the March 19 request 
(see Appendix A, items 1, 2, 6 and 7) will be provided. 





e 


Frank Church M 
Chairman 


= EM 
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Appendix A 





Please provide: , 
l. FBI Intelligence Division memorandum dated July 31, 
1972; prepared by T. J. Smith discussing the legal 
authority for FBI intelligence activities. 


2. The following attachments to the February 1975 FBI 
Intelligence Division position paper on legal authority: 


a. Memorandum by former FBI Director Hoover, dated. 
es^ 55. wae tu April 28, 1965, relative to conversation with the 
President concerning effect of anti-Vietnam ` ` 
demonstrations upon the conduct of United States 
` foreign and defense policy and letter to McGeorge 
z LT Bundy, Special Assistant to the President for 
) ; National Security Affairs, đated April 28, 1965, 
a enclosing FBI. memorandum titled "Communist Activi- 
', = ties Relative to United States Policy of Vietnam" 
^ ' dated April 28, 1965. 


b. Letter to MeGeorge Bundy, Special Assistant to. i 
the President for National Security Affairs, dated 
«oos v ren July..25,:1961, enclosing memorandum concerning’ bie re 
‘United States internal security programs under the l 
control of the Interdepartmental Intelligence Com- 
. mittee, memorandum prepared in response to White 
House request. . ) " 


















ínter es un C. -Excerpt from report. on the Status of the Internal 
© Security Program of the United States as of June | 
30, 1958, dated August 27, 1958,.prepared jointly i 
_by the Interdepartmental Intelligence Committee l 
and the Interdepartmental. Committee on Internal 
Security. : 43 i | 
d. Excerpt from report on the Internal Security Pro- - g 
' . gram, dated March 5, 1954, prepared by Interde- 
partmental, Intelligence Conference and the Inter- 
." departmental Committee on Internal Security. 


gout | É nc 4 : ; ; 
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e€.. Memorandum from J. Patrick Coyne, Nations Secu- 
rity Council Representative on Internal Security, 
dated November 6, 1950, concerning necessary intel- 
ligence measures relative to violence by Puerto 
Rican nationalists. 


3. .All other FBI SE. relating to paragraph I of tne 
Committee's March 19 request. (Note: It is the 
responsibility of the Bureau to produce all responsive 
material whether or not the Committee has identified a 
specific document.) . 


x 4. All documents in the possession of the Justice Depart- 
ment (as opposed to the FBI) relating to paragraph I 
‘of the Committee's March 19 request. (Note: It was 
made clear on April 21 and 23 that the request applied 
to the Department itself, but no material has been re- 
ceived to date. A 


- 


5,” ‘All memoranda of the FBI and the Justice Department 
ke discussing the legal authority of the FBI to use the 
following techniques to (1) investigate internal secu- 
“rity matters, (2) collect intelligence information, 
and (3) engage in counterintelligence activities (see 
letter from the Chief Counsel to the Deputy cn Ie 
General dated April 23, 1975): N 


a. All forms of electronic surveillance, including. 
consensual electronic surveillance; l e 


b. All forms of mail surveillance, ineluding mail 
covers and opening mail; 


Ce .Surreptitious entry. 
e a RW s 

d. ‘All forms of physical surveillanee, including agent 

i infiltration, observation, photography, and remote 
viewing and sensing devices; 

e. Informants, including possible entrapment, provo- 
cation, interference with lawyer-client relation- 
ship, or other problems; i 


f», Obtaining bank, credit, or other personal informa- 
» i tion; m MEC 


M 
Le 
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g. Incommunicađo interrogation; 


x 
p: 


h. Maintenance of files and records; 


- 


i. Dissemination of information from files and récords; 


j. So-called "COINTELPRO'" techniques and methods, in- 


cluding all forms of organizational "disruption" 


The Special Report of the Interagency Committee on ` 
Intelligence (Ad Hoc), dated June 1970. 


The original report on COINTELPRO activities prepared 
by the Committee headed by Assistant has General 
Henry Petersen. 


Committee staff access to all memoranda and other mate~ 
rials pertaining to the policies and procedures of the 
Internal Security Division (now Internal Security Sec- 


` tion) and the Intelligence Evaluation Committee, includ- 


ing, but not limited to, the following materials dis- 


‘cussed in the letter from the Chief Counsel to the 


Deputy Attorney General dated April 23, 1975: 
P, 


a, "The files of the Intelligence Evaluation Com- 


— ~ 


mittee ('IEC!'), including former Assistant Attorney 
General Mardian's IEC files, which we understand 
were made available to the Senate Subcommittee on 
Constitutional Rights. We would also like to see 
any IEC or ICIS files of Justice (now Judge) Morrell 
Sharpe, Deputy Assistant Attorney General John 
Doherty, Mr. Bernard Wells, and Assistant Attorney 

' General William Olson. ' : 


b. "The small box of classified document receipts 
which we understand is in the IEC file cabinet. 


c. "Any intelligence estimates prepared by the IEC, 
. particularly E 28 


d. "Any requests for Interdivision Information Unit 
('IDIU') computer printouts made.by the Special 
Litigation Section, the TE y or the Analysis and 
Evaluation eg, 




















1 
` eänlltten Aen omy gp = she Dy, 


e. "An organization. tubae of the Internal Security 

Divis.on before its 1970 reorganization, after 
EN its 1970 reorganization, and after its 1973 merger , 
with the Criminal Division. i i 


Eë e l oa ANI duet 


f. "A copy of the analysis of grand juries convened 
and prosecutions commenced by the Special Litiga- 
tion Section which we understand was furnished to 

.the Senate Subcommittee on Conslitvtions.. Jigs 
on May 8, 1974." ; i js 


9. Response to the letter from the Chairman to the 
! Attorney General dated April 28, 1975, regarding the ` 
| '  .S0-called "Official and Confidential" files. j: 


10. Further response to the memorandum from the Chief 
Counsel to the Deputy Attorney General and the FBI 
Director dated April 30, 1975, regarding Committee 

! . staff access to materials on FBI policies and proce- . 

. “~ dures. f 


r 


-* 
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Policies and Procedures’ 


Please provide: 


* he 


OR ee 1960 to the present. 
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‘other general policy files with respect to each file 


‘All general policy memoranda and other materials not 


:b;- The policies Seer ES of the PBI for the - 





: 
: 
Á d o 
> ` H 
; 


Appendix B 
FURTHER DOCUMENTS PERTAINING TO THE FBI l \b 
. AND DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE - a Ne ED 
M1 


Committee staff access to all indices and EECH 
files pertaining to: 


a. All SAC memoranda and SAC letters for 1960 1 to the 
present. f 


b. All programs operated by the Intelligence Divi ston 


Committee staff access to all so-called "0" files or 


classification routinely used by the Jut GLA Coe Divi- 
Pon for the period 1960 to the present. 


already provided the Committee pertaining to internal 
security, intelligence collection, and/or counter- 
intelligence matters, operations, and activities for. 
the period 1960 to the present. 


For each of the techniques described ih Item 5 of 
Appendix A above, all memoranda and other materials 
pelating to: 


a. The original decision to utilize the technique in 
internal security, intelligence. collection, and/or 
counterintelligence WERFEN ES operations, or 
activities. ` 


utilization of the technique in internal security, 
intelligence collection, and/or conBuerinbeiiisenoe 
ne BEE or activities. 


1 
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5. Committee staff access to annual inspection reports > 
and related surveys for the past ten years with 
respect to the following FRI field offices: New-York 
City; Chicago; San Fr unchgno: bos J ikeles; San Diego; ` P". 
Sacramento; Springfield. TER R&ffaloj Atlanta; . d 
e Columbia, South Carona.. l 


6. The annual inspectio repart p hil, dei steg surveys for 
the past ten years pertaining tp: phe; FBI Intelligence 
Division. 1, i 

7. Guidelines used by the PBI) Indped “ton Division for 
inspecting field offices and: tor inspecting divisions r 
of the FBI. a i : X 


8. A sample of the confidentiality statement which FBI 
personnel are required to sign along with any other 
employment agreements currently in use. 


sg 


II. Organization, Structure, and Jurisdiction ` E p! 


. Please proviđe: 


9. All memoranda and other materials pertaining to the 
origins, contents, and implementation of National Secu- 
rity Action Memorandum 161, June 9, 1962. 


Q ' 10. The June 1961 memorandum from Attorney General Robert. 
à Kennedy to President Johnson recommending new FBI pro- e 
e cedures for gathering intelligence about the Ku Klux e. d 
Klan and related activities.’ ` > 
^ . d D 
=11. All memoranda and other materials pertaining to the. 
origins, contents, and implementation of the memorandum 
edescribed in Item 10 above. . ‘ p 4 


12. All memoranda prepared by former Special Agent James : A 
‘Gale relating to the FBI internal assignment of-juris- ; 
Yo ç = a dietion or responsibility with respect to Nnm 
involving the Ku Klux Klan in 1964. 


15. All memoranda and other materials reflecting meetings 
and contacts between the President and the Director of' t 
‘the FBI during 1971 on the subject of "legal attaches". 
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III. 
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15, 


Please provide: e ' Ed ts 


16. 
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l 17. 
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All memoranda and other materials reflecting meetings 
and contacts during 1971 between officials of the FBI 
and .officials. of the SE Ee of State on the subject ’ 
of "legal attaches". 


All memoranda and other TS TS relating to the 


. elimination of the FBI Crime Recorés Livico.ou in inl 


1972 or early 1973. 


Indices MEME IE 


Committee staff access to the following indices for the: 
period 1960 to the present: f 2T 


a. "Agitator" index; 


b. "Rabble, Rouser" index; 


zx "Key Activist" list; 


d. lást of "Action Groups"; 
e. "Security" index; ; , 
fO "Administrative" index; E ry? 
E. All similar indices, lists, or computer printouts. | 
All memorandg and other materials pertaining to the 


origin, implementation, operation, or termination of 
ang of the indices set out in Item 16 above. EE 
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DOCUMENTS:PERTAINING TO THE "HUSTON PLAN", COINTELPRO, l Q 
AND OTHER PRACTICES AND PROGRAMS . AEN E 


i. Huston Plan and Related EES EES 





Please — "ow. A "dX 


1. All memoranda and other materials pertaining to 3 
the FBI's termination in 1966 of the investigative " 
techniques referred to in President Nixon's state- 
ment of May 22, 1973 (Presidential Docs. 693-94). 


2. A letter dated June 20, 1969, from Tom Charles t 
Huston, staff assistant to the President, to the l 
' Director of the FBI concerning resources being i 
targeted toward the monitoring of foreign communist: h 
support of revolutionary youth activities in the e | 
United States, effectiveness of such resources, 
. gaps in intelligence, and steps which should be 

; taken to provide maximum coverage.  ' 


3. The response by the FBI to the letter set out in 24 
Item 2 and all other FBI memoranda and other mate- 
rials pertaining to the correspondence. 


4. The interdepartmental Action Plan for Civil Dis- i 
turbances, dated April 1, 1969, arid all memoranda » 
and other materials pertaining to the origins and 

, implementation of that Plan. 


5. All memoranda and other materials pertaining to a.-: 
request from Tom Charles Huston for an FBI inves- 


-a. . tigation of the involvement of the New Mobilization 
Committee in violent demonstrations in November 
1969. A 
acer Da All memoranda. and other materials pertaining to. +++. =- " 


FBI policies, practices, and procedures for. liaison . 
with the CIA from 1960 to May 1970. ol i 


T. All memoranda and other materials relating to the i 
1969 disappearance of Associate Professor Thomas A 


"erer canan Riha, University of Colorado, insofar. as such memos m=) ` = 
R randa and materials relate to: a 


yale dig e 
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a, Efforts of the FBI to ascertain the identity 
, of confidential sources of the Central ` / 
‘Intelligence Agency; and ; 


b. Inspections and administrative inquiries re- 
‘lating to the disclosure of inforz' las id 


Dr. Joseph R. Smiley, then-Presiü... oF vse 
University of Colorado. 


8. All memoranda and other materials relating to 
actions by the Director or any other official of 
1 .the FBI severing liaison (formal, informal, or 
- other) or terminating contact (formal, informal, E 
d or other) between personnel of the FBI and person- | 
nel of the Central Intelligence Agency. 


9. All memoranda and other materials reflecting con- 

Y. versations or communications, during 1970, between 

S ` agents of the FBI and the FBI Director on the 
subject of liaison or contact between personnel 1 
of the FBI and personnel of the Central Intelli- 

.. gence Agency, including, but not limited to, all 
memoranda and other materials written by former 
Special Agent Sam Papich. i 


'10. All memoranda or other materials relating to the 
elimination of the Liaison Section of the FBI 
. intelligence Division in 1970 and relating to the 
'"" , pe-establishment of the Liaison Section in late 
P i 1972 or early 1973. f * " d 
| .ll. .All memoranda and other materials prepared or com- 
piled by FBI personnel assigned to the Interagericy 
. Committee on Intelligence (Ad | Hoc ) “oe group 
i, from June 54.459707 to Stine 25, 1970 


ia. .Letter from FBI Director Hoover to Attorney General 
Mitchell dated July 27, 1918s regarding the "Huston 
Plan". : 


.13. All memoranda or other materials pertaining to 
. meetings or conversations between FBI Director 
Hoover and Attorney General Mitchell from July 23, 
1970, "Soen July 28, 1970, concerning the "Huston 
Plan. : * 
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. II. COINTELPRO 


< Please provide: 


4 


1 15. 


~~. 


ait, 


17. 


18. 


Pd v ocUT7 16, any ee Congress, or President. ` *4 





15. 


È ] c un - © 


A11 memoranda and other materials in the posses- 
sion of the FBI pertaining to the activities of 
the Intelligence Evaluation Committee. i 


‘All memoranda and other materials pertaining to 


the decision by Assistant Attorney General Henry 
Petersen to terminate the Intelligence Zv&lvation 
Committee on June 11, 1973. Turithco documenta. 
regarding the Intelligence Evaluation Committee 
were requested in the letter of the Chief Counsel 


' to the Deputy Attorney General dated April 23, 
. 1975. See Appendix A, Item 8.) 


Summaries of COINTELPRO case files prepared by the 
FBI for the Committee chaired by Assistant Attorney 
General Henry Petersen (see prepared statement of i 
Attorney. General William Saxbe before the House | 
Judiciary Committee on November 20, 1974). , 


ER memoranda and other mabewtala pertaining to 


‘the origin and implementation of all COINTELPRO 
programs, including, but not limited to, the seven 


programs set out in the airtel from the FBI TT 
Director to SAC, Albany, dated April 28, 1971, 
entitled "Counterintelligence Programs (COINTELPROS) , 
Internal Security - Racial Matters". 


Committee staff access’to a list of all FBI head- 
. quarters supervisory personnel involved in the. 


origination, implementation, and termination of - 
GOINTELPRO BESSE 






memoranda or other. materials reflecting approval . 


— — l e — re 


oF "knowledge of any COINTELPRO program by any govern- 
ment official outside the FBI including, but_not limited 


—-— tee 





yn 








rary 
` = * 

Ss à U 

e À 


MI 
t ^ D * A — eye Ers 
~a - E eg, 2 * 


i 


20. A list of any COINTELPRO type activities «ar gelin. 
the prepared statement of Attorncy cour A fa mde rä, 2 
the House Judiciary Comite Ze e Ka 
were engaged in by the FBI subsequence to Apul 


D S fe 
ra na Ge M-— A op $ 


-M 


III. EH Specific’ FBI Practices and ees 


e P. e ` 21.: An itemized description of bis contents of pasti 

E oW : file folder in the so-called "Official and Con- 
fidential" files of the FBI (see testimony of 
Attorney: General Levi before the House Judiciary 
Committee, February 27, 1975). 


. 22. All memoranda and other materials contained in 

' thé "Official and Confidential" files pertaining 
to internal security, intelligence collection, 
and/or coynterintelligence matters, operations, 
or activities including, but not limited to, the 
. following documents:mentioned by the Attorney 
General: . i 


a. "Policy Matters" -- "Presidential directives 
regarding the role of the FBI in the security 
mr field; conversations between Mr. Hoover and 
i a President-elect regarding the role of the 
FBI in his forthcoming Administration; letters. 
to and from the White House regarding.expan-" 
sion of FBI legal attache posts abroad". 





b. "Administrative Matters" -- "Memoranda regard- 
ingan Attorney General's decision with respect 
to supervision of the FBI by an Assistant 

: Attorney General; a memorandum concerning the 
& C . briefing of the President by Mr. Hoover and 
the Attorney General with respect to certain 
intelligence activities by hostile nations 
within the United States". 

c. "Reference Material".-- "A compilation of Gata 

concerning the 1964 riots". 
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d. "Protection of sources or sensitive informa- 
tion" -- "Materials on FBI counterintelligence 
activities; technical devices and techniques; 
the telephone surveillance involving sensitive 
ccverage in the national security area". 


23. All memoranda, files, or other materials, includ- 
ing inspection reports or related surveys, which 
pertain to the following statement by Attorney 
General Levi in his testimony before the House : 

Se ^. Judieiary Committee, February 27, 1975: 


". . . In order to consider what measures may be 

appropriate, we have endeavored to characterize 

the types of abuse to which the puree has been 
Pe pa sua ee in the past. 


a. "Use of the resources. of the FBI to gather 
political intelligence. Our review disclosed 
a few documented instances in which the Bureau 
at times during the.course of an election 
campaign was requested to provide -- and did 
. indeed provide -- information which could be 
H ‘used as political intelligence information. 
g in one instance, this involved a check of FBI 
files on the staff of a campaign opponent. 


b. "Improper use of the FBI in connection with 

the political process. In a few instances 

i recorded in Bureau files, an incumbent Presi- 
dent caused the FBI to gather intelligence 
relating to a political convention under cir- , 
cumstances that although cast in legitimate. k 
law. enforcement terms could -- anà some would ` 
say should -- have been suspected of being " ', 
politically motivated. ` 


c. "Use of the FBI to report on.certain activi- 
ties of critics of an Administration's policies. 
>The FBI files document a few instances in which 
an incumbent President caused the Bureau to 
report on certain activities of Members. of 
Congress who were opposed to and critical of 
his policies. ` 





* 
—— ™ 


24. 


. oA, 


25. 


d. "Use of information in the FBI files to 
- respond to or discredit. critics. Again, the , 

Bureau files document a very small number of , 

. instances in which derogatory information 
legitimately obtained by the Bureau was dis- 
seminated to other members of the Execu^'ve 

. Branch.to enable them to disercdlt Lin 

. critics. 


e. -"Use of the FBI in connection with other 


legitimate law enforcement activities. There, 
was one documented instance where the FBI was 
used to conduct an inquiry for what might be 
described as political purposes, relating to ; 
an investigation properly conducted by other | 
Executive Branch officials." 


‘All memoranda and other materials reflecting con- 


versations, contacts, or communications between 

the FBI and the CIA on the subject of the estab- 
lishment or-ereation of "notional" Marxist- 

Leninist organizations within the United States. | 
All memoranda and. other materials reflecting activi- 
ties of any agents, employees, or informants of the 
FBI in connection with: . 


a. The establishment, creation, or financing of 
"notional" Marxist- Leninist teg saab with- 
in the United States. E 
‘ | 


b. The establishment, creation, or financing of: 
(1) The, Red Star Cadre, or Red Star Swap Shop; 
(2) TheaRea Collective =se" = - 


All reports prepared by the Office of Criminal 
Justice of the Department of Justice pursuant to 
the request in September 1974 of the Attorney Gen- 
eral and/or Deputy Attorney General pertaining to 
the so-called "Wounded* Knee" case and any other 
so-called "political trial" or other prosecutions 
brought by the Special Litigation Section of the 
Internal Security Division. 
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28. 


29. 


30. 


— 


ttl. 
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All memoranda or other BESCHE prepared. ay the 
FBI relating to the reports described in. item. zb. 


All memoranda and other materials. EE to 
the origins and conduct’ of the FBI investigation 
in the Dominican Republic in 1965. 


All memoranda, and other materials pertaining to 
the origins, plementation, and Sorminetan or 
Project TNL involving preparation of an Intel- , 
ligence Letter for the President. ` 







The current office assignment or last known address 
of the following persons who in 1970 were employed 
at the Portland, Oregon, office of the FBI: 


.&.' Leo B. App 


'"b. Edgar O. Ingles, Jr. 
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APPENDIX D 


REQUEST PERTAINING TO ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE MONPADNED .. 


mac d end 

p VPE Rate 

Please provide the Committee: pad JB T 
l. "Manual for the Conduct of Electronic Surveillance". ° 


2. All memoranda and other materials relating to serui maintenance 
and operation of the so-called ' "ELSUR" electronic surveillance index. 

3. Committee staff access to a list of all warrantless electronic 
surveillances, identified by subject and target, which were instituted 
or operated by, for, on behalf of, or at the request of the FBI, from 
January 1, 1960, until the present. 


h. A list of all electronic surveillances, identified by indes 
and target, of the so-called "Kissinger 17". 


5. A list of all &lectronic surveillances, identified by 
subject and target, which were instituted or operated by, for, on 
behalf of, or at the request of, the FBI, and which intercepted and/or 
monitored any conversations of Martin liher King, ve at any time 
between January 1, 1960, and April 5, 1968. ` EN 


6. . With beggen "to each surveillance listed in ASH ise to 
numbers À and 5, please provide: 


(a) the address of the premises surveilled, and the number, 

of the re eg surveilled; ` n A p 
' (b) a generic description of the surveillance technique 

employed; 


(c) all memoranda and other, materials reflecting written 
or oral authorization and re-authorization by the President, 
the Attorney General, the Director of the FBI, White House 
officials, or National Security Council officials; 


(d)' a list of all memoranda and other materials reflecting 
dissemination outside the FBI of information from each surveil- 
lance, stating author, address(s), and dates, together with the 
purpose of such dissemination. 


7. All memoranda and other materials which: 
(a) relate to intelligence activities at or in connection 


with the Democratic National Convention in Atlantic City, New : 
Jersey, in August 1964; EE 


` f DG eng \Y 2 f 
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(b) relate to electronic surveillances of telephones 
and/or premises at 2llh Atlantic Avenue and/or the Clairidge g 
Hotel in Atlantic City, New Jersey, during August 195%. 


D 


8. Committee staff access to all memoranda and oiher meterials 
reflecting the identities of persons monitored, Vis conzVonos ue 
conversations monitored, and/or any information cxi... 7 
conversations monitored on the surveillances &oucz.. . 12: 7... 


9. Copies of all memoranda and other materials relating to whe, 
preparation, dissemination, and/or withdrawal of all monographs con- F 
cerning Martin Luther King, Jr., not to include the monographs themselves. 


| . ' 1o. All records, vouchers, travel authorizations, expense 
receipts, ticket stubs, governmental travel requests (GTR's), ES 
“any other documents which relate to travel by: 


(a) Former Special Agent Lish Whitson from Washington, D.C., 
to Tampa or Miami, Florida, during 1964; 


M (b) Former Special Agents Cartha DeLoach, Hobson Adcock, p 
Don Manning, Harold Linebaugh, and Elmer Todd from Washington, ei 
D.C.,.to Atlantic City, New Jersey, during August 196}; 


(c) Former Special Agent William C. Sullivan fron 
Washington, D.C., to Atlanta, Georgia, during 196). 


11. The current office of assignment or last known adress of 
the following persons who, in 196h, were employed at the Newark, New 
ove office of the FBI: . 





(a) Robert L. Tagg mE l eg: ek 
(b) John B. Meade ` pod 
(c) Bitie D. Willies © * 7 0. 77 —.« " 
iu (a) John J. Üreenar, fw. "P 
(e) John J. Connolly | " "Sr, i 
^ | (f) Marjorie Ann Miermejewski | 
(g) Mary Ar Ann Mass 


$2. The last E &ddress of the GE former Special Agents ' d 
of UISPSBI: j 


pos y 
Arsa e : . è Dt ta 
. i 
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(a) Harold Linebaugh, who: in 1964 was e at FBI 
headquarters; 


(b) Elmer Todd, who in 196% was employed at. the 
Washington Field Office. 


JS, The names and current office assignments or last 
known addresses of all FBI employees assigned to the U. S. Embassy 
in Rome, Italy, in 1964. 


1h. SAC letter Gh-11 captioned "Protection of the President"; 
and February 28, 1964, communication from FBI headquarters to FBI 
field, offices supplementing andor relating to the same subject. - 


15. A11 July and — memoranda from former Special Agent ; 
Leo T. Clark to the Assistant Special Agent in Charge or the Special dÉ 
Agent in Charge of the Newark, New Jersey office of the FBI, i , 
captioned "Protection of the President ~ White House Inquiry", - 
i 16. All memoranda and other materials containing the results g 
of any administrative or other inquiry undertaken by the FBI as a | 
‘result of and/or relating to the allegations contained in the . 
January 26, 1975, issue of The Washington Post concerning activities A 
si the FBI in Atlantic City, New Jersey, in August 1964. 





17. All memorande and other materials reflecting written ' 
or oral authorization and re-authorization by the Attorney General 
and/or the Director of the FBI for electronic surveillance of 
Joseph Kraft. 









18. The: 'current office assignment or last known address 
of the following persóns who, in 1969710, were TORS at the 
Washington, D.C., office of the FBI: 

(a) Robert Kunkel 

e " (b) Courtland Jones 
(c) Ernest Belter 
(à) James Gaffney +. 

; 19. The current office assignment or last known address 
of the folloving persons who, in 1969-70, were employed at FBI 
headquarters: t 

(a) Joseph A. Sizoo . (a) Bernard A. Wells 
(b) Michael Joseph Rozemus (e) Robert Haynes 


(c) Sterling Donahue 
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20. The current office assignment: or last known address of 
Al or Alan Miller who, in 196h, was employed st the Avlante, Georgia 
office of the FBI. 
> 21. With respect to each occasion on which the Director of 
the FBI testified before the House Appropriations Committee from 1965 
until the present, please provide the number of warrantless electronic 
surveillances in operation: l 


(a) on the date of such testimony; 
(b) thirty days prior to such testimony; and | 


(c) thirty days subsequent to such testimony. 


2» Ep 


A^ 


wt. 











| NW. 55075, Dogid: 32989532 Page 55 : | 


5:313 ev. 3-21-73) 


we 
^ 


Intelligence Division 

















INFORMATIVE NOTE 


bae May 13, 1975 


Attached is a teletype from the 
Newark Office advising that former SA 
John Patrick Devlin has been requested to 
appear before the Senate Select Committee 
(SSC) in Washington, D. C., 5/19/75 to be 
interviewed "for the record." 


By memorandum dated 5/8/75 we advised| 


the Attorney General that Devlin had been 
interviewed by Staff Members, SSC, and 
furnished him an LHM covering the thrust 
of this interview. 










Responsive to Devlin's request, we ar 


telephonically advising him through the 
Newark Office to contact the Bureau's 
Legal Counsel regarding arrangements for a 
representative from the Bureau to accompan 
him on the 5/19/75 appearance before the 
SSC. 


1 - Mr. Mintz wpe 
yA Ww 
x WV d D 
^^ 
v 


WM wf Ways 


OC: ekw 
ABLINTORMATION CONTA 
ates SSIFIED 
DATE BOSE 
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Assoc. Dir, E 
Dep.-A.D.-Adm.. .. $, 


. | 
i FEDERAL BUREAU OF IIVESTIGATION 9 



































fie AX CODED COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 
: : MAY ori 1979 Comp. Syst. —— P 
iv) 19PM NITEL 5/21/75 VAN — d Ext, Affairs E 
` Ree Files & C 
TO DIRECTOR (62-116395) TELE vp few tar ae 
Sa Ident. .. E i 
FROM ALEXANDRIA (62-217) RUC) 1 PAGE Inspection GH 
"SENSTUDY 75. mr darc 
H wed Spec. Inv. 
RE ALEXANDRIA TELETYPE TO BUREAU, MAY 3, 1975, 47%: Training 
Legal Coun. WWW 
FORMER BUREAU AGENT HAROLD Pe LEINBAUGH, 1169 vmi now DRI Pc dam 


HC CLEAN, VIRGINIA, CONTACTED en MAY 20, 1975, IÑ ACCORDANCE WITH qu 
BUREAU INSTRUCTIONS, LEINBAUGH STATED HIS FEELING AT PRESENT IS 
THAT HE WILL REFUSE TO BE INTERVIEWED BY STAFF MEMBER OF CONGRES- ` 
SIONAL COMMITTEE BUT IN EVENT HE CONSENTS TO INTERVIEW AND SENSITIVE 








MATTERS ARISE, HE WILL REQUEST PRESENCE OF BUREAU AGENT OR CONTACT 
LEGAL COUNSEL AT FBIHQ. 


END E 6 ` 
oe Mo dier 
HOLD FOR ONE AUS tt 


A 
N 
Ge 
cA 
e, A 
^. tA. 
p Ke 








e ss Ge 
=m FBIHQ ACK FR ONE esae" 
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Kg d 13 MAY 2'7 1975 
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Assoc. Dir. 
Dep.-A.D,-Ad li 
Dep. AD iv ) 
Asst. Dik! 207 S 
Admin, Mi 
Comp. Syst. PEERS 
Ext. Affairs |... 
Viles & Com. —_ 






Ke $ eur nuren D HBT See 


SAUNICATIONS SECTOR 


em 






































Lu ari Ing e 
lent. rer] 
R 896 NK PLAIN —— le Sat 7 amen] 
? A 2 ni 

D | at Ait G |n e een 
73:87PM NITEK MAY 12, 1975 JCG E m eoim 
— am E of Training Se 

ee DP Legal Coun. . 








10 ~~ DIRECTOR (62-116395) uer. us 
> DAS 4 d 
FROM NEWARK (66-3971) qu 
; dii P aan gee? 
| (sinstupy ms | 
R EL CALL TO BUREAU TODAY. ? i P 
FORMER SA JOHN PATRICK DEVLIN CONTACTED THE NEWARK OFFICE / 
MAY 12, 1975, AND ADVISED HE WAS REQUESED TO APPEAR BEFORE 


Telephone Rm, ... 
Director See’y __ 









THE SENATE COMMITTEE AT 2:00 P.M., IN WASHINGTON, D.C., ON 
MONDAY, MAY 19, TO BE INTERVIEWED FOR THE RECORD. AS THE BUREAU 






IS AVARE, DEVLIN«HAS BEEN PREVIOUSLY INTERVIEWED REGARDING HIS 
KNOWLEDGE OF THE TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCES CONDUCTED DURING 1964 
DEMOCRATIC PARTY NATIONAL NOMINATING CONVENTION, ATLANTIC CITY, io 
Nede h Ba 
DEVLIN ADVISED THAT HE WOULD LIKE SOMEONE FROM THE BUREAU 
TO ACCOMPANY HIM TO THE INTERVIEW BY THE SENATE COMME TTEE STAFF. 
BUREAU IS REQUESTED TO ADVISE NEWARK, FOR TRANSMITTAL TO DEVLIN, 
INFORMATION CONCERNING WHOM HE SHOULD CONTAR Eo th BUREAU CONCERNING AM D 


E d 
3 THIS REQUEST. bo lo BIS. 
END 16 MAY 27 1975 










“PES~ACK~FOR—C3) 








TO 


FROM 


SUBJECT: 


sT 
Cy 





OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA GEN, REG. NO, 27 


À 5010-106 ES 
$ 2 
* Assoc. Dir. 
Dep. AD Adm, — 
Dep. AD Inv. __ 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 
l - Mr. W. R. Wannall Pus row 


Memorandum oei- uem 


| Comp. Syst. — 


Ext. Affairs —_ 
DATE: 5/21/75 Files & Com. — 
Gen. inv. 
Ident. 
Inspection 
Intel. 
Laboratory 
Plan. & Eval, — 
Spec. Inv. 








Mr. W. R. Wannal yy 


W. O. crega 


E omes) 
SENSTUDY - 75 
Director Sec'y __ 


On 5/15/75, Senate Select Committee Staff Members 
Mark Gitenstein and Thomas Dawson reviewed Manual of Instructions 
Sections 107, Part I, relating to security informants and Section 
130 relating to extremist informants. The review took place rom 
3:50 p.m. to 5:40 p.m. in the conference room at INTD. SA 
Eimer W. Larson of SENSTUDY - 75 project was present during the 
review.  Gitenstein and Dawson asked several questions con- 
cerning administrative and technical clarifications but 
raised no substantive questions concerning the sections under 
review. 

















Training 








Legal Coun. 
Telephone Rm. — 


ACTION: d 
Pd 


None. For record purposes. 


62-116395 


EWL:cmc ws ker? 


(3) 


ABER Ly IER -J37 


TOME cement —7Í 
14 MAY 23 1975 F 


i 


E 
ui 
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8 AMAN 23 1975 
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“> 2a Adams 
b Cleveland 

Mr. Hintz 

- Hr. Gebhardt 

. 2 - Hr. Wannall 


GEI May 16, 1975 
ALD THFORVATION Mears . EY — en 


RSR TS UNCLASSIFIED : 
pArz LEE 1-€r. Cregav 
S (o - Hr. Flemister: qi 
i - Er. Crescioli a {ee 5R 
Mr. GilZian J. Cotter : | m — 
Chief Postal Inspsetor ` GOD l ` d Be Ca Ze: - =] 


T, 8, Postel Service Sp eye Ea m | 
` e Gs GE 4r 


E have been giviauy that: SS "vapfodintetdva of 
the Senate Select Committee has rocontiy made a request 
of your Service to furnish the identities of eil FBI 
maii cavers placed since 1990. 


fod bé fd fot 






xw 






E 


Dear Bill: 


. ln view of the fact that such inforuation 
directly relates to the investigative responsibilities 
of this Bureas, it is requested that you advise the 
Senate Select Commitice that such a request should be 
nage to the FRE through the Office ef the Attorney General. 


€ 


Your cooperation n this matter is sincerely 


aypreciated. l 
he . e / ^ e. 





Sincerely yours, (ae 
wm nus EISEN 
Clarence H. Kelley ae MAYA27 1915 
J^ - Director 
" sd TESA VXVSODRES 
Lët: ten (10) ei p 
NOTE: : ‘ 
Soe ei Fiemister to Wann2ii dated 5/15/75, 
Ave Man. eaptioned "Hail Covers," prepared by LACrtdp. 
Dep. AD Inv. —_ x P" 
Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. $ 
Comp. Syst, —_ , À j e ER 23À- 








GE 23 T. 
Gen. Inv. d SOT RECORDED 
= PA p ou » ré 











Loboratory |... L pn IROTA 
Plon, & Eval. — D 
Spec. Inv. 
Training 
Legal Coun. 
Yelophone Rm. — We 
Diructor Seen. MAIL ROOM] | TELFTYPE UNITO 
8 4.MAY 2 7 1975 


onran PFS » 


3 CEO C 





OPTIONAL JORM.NO. 10 3010-108 , ` E 


























MAY 1952 EDITION 3 
Gi UNITED STATES b oaa ? — Aesoe, Dir, 
5 M. di 1 EMT. Adams ^ rs = 
l =- Mr. Cleveland Asst. Di ——— 
emorandum ioe es e 
omp. Syst. —. 
s pn xt. airs 
TO : Mr. W.R. Vannai1 we” Hv DATE: 5/15/75 peek een 
A 1 -.Mr. Gebhardt eme 
! jio l - Mr. Wannall Seen 
FROM : H.C. Flemister, Jr. 1 - Mr. Cregar beem, 
1 - Mr. Flemister Laboratory 
l - Mr. Crescioli i. — 
UBJECT: MAIL COVERS S Training Ste, 
Legal Cous 





8 4 MAY 2 7 1975 
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‘extremely sensitive cases. 


Telophone-Rm. M 


This is to advise of recent request by Senate eae 
Select Committee (SSC) that U. S. Postal Service (USPS) py dare 
S o the SSC the identities of all mail covers placed " 
by the FBI since 1960. | | | 


On 5/14/75 Mr. Ron L. Jackson, Assistant Chief 
Inspector, Office of Security Investigations, USPS, adüsed 
Liaison Officer L.A. Crescioli that Mr. Paul Wallach, staff 
member of the SSC, has requested USPS to furnish the 
identities of all FBI mail covers placed with the USPS since 
1960. According to Jackson, Chief Postal Inspector William J. 
Cotter has informed Wallach that the FBI is the custodian ` 
of such detailed information and that the SSC shouid there- 
fore make this request directly to the Bureau. Mr. Jackson 
requested that the FBI consider directing a communication 
to Chief Cotter, pointing out that the Bureau does interpose 
an objection to the USPS complying with above request and 
that the SSC should proceed direéctiy to the FBI in this 
regard. . 


v) 


OBSERVATIONS: 

The request for the idenüties of all FBI mail covers 
Since 1960 in effect provides the SSC with the identities 
of the subjects of FBI investigations, which includes some 
The intelligence community in 
attempting to work out guidelines with the SSC as to 
sensitive areas of inquiry haveindicated that specific 
targets of ongoing intelligence operations should be subject 
to negotiation between the SSC staff and the appropriate 
agency. The Intelligence Division believes that we should 
take a strong stand in this instance and attempt to negotiate 
an accommodation which would allow the SSC to carry out its 


mission but yet not compromise ongoing FBI sensitive’ Fragen . 
tigations. ae ` 
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Memorandum to Mr. W.R. Wannall ae gee 
RE: MAIL COVERS pde 


RECOMMENDATION: ncm 

- -- ` That the attached letter to Chief postal Bëbee - 
Cotter be sent via Liaison, advising him of the proprietary 
interest of FBI concerning specifics of its requests to USPS 
for mail covers and that under the third agency requirement 
the SSC should make its request for such data to the E 
Bee the Office of the Attorney General. 
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Memorandum. >. Kom 
Cambi Suh 
to Mr, J. B. Adams pate: ` 9/15/15 SE 
~ d ` Gen. Inv. 
. Ident. LL — 
Bs ; Legal Couns fi : e ée 
; . “ei t 
SUBJECT: REQUEST OF HARRY H. WACHTEL ON ie has E. 
BEHALF OF ESTATE OF MARTIN LUTHER e Ve? 
KING, JR., CONGRESSMAN ANDREW YOUNG, ow Fit 


cC AND. DELEGATE MG E. FAUNTROY 


Eres by - SR 
FOSC My EN of March 19, 1975, reported discussions 
with the attorney for the estate of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., who 
also represents Mrs. Coretta King and her children. It was clearly 
' Indicated that Mrs. King and her children were concerned about invasion 

of personal privacy that might occur should there be disclosure of inquiries 
, N concerning the FBI investigation of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. At the 
“S conclusion of our conference with the King representatives, Assistant 
E Attorney General Scalia asked me whether I would be willing to agree to 
have Mr. Wachtel notified in the event a congressional committee requested 
ON access to such material in Bureau files. I told him that I saw no difficulty 
E in the Department advising Mr. Wachtel in the event such à request is made 
- by a committee of the Congress. The Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 
~ Activities has initiated inquiries concerning the Bureau's investigation of 
. Dr. King and though they have not as yet requested material from our files 
= which may contain tapes of electronic surveillance of Dr. King, it is likely 
| that thet inquiry will reach the stage where such demands will be made. 
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Therefore, in response to the requests made by Mr. Wachtel 
7 repres enting Mrs. King and in response to inquiry by Assistant Attorney 
. General Scalia, itis my view that we should advise the Department of the 
nature of the inquiry currently being mate by the Senate Select Committee 
and to suggest that they may wish to notify the representatives of the King 


ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 


is 
iL 


à estate and Mrs. King for whatever action they may deem a aper opriate. 
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emorandum to Mr. 


Adam: 
e: Request of Harry H. "Wachtel, « “ete. 


RECOMMENDATION: 


That attached memorandum to the Attorney General advising 
him of the concern of the King family and of the request that they be 
advised of congressional inquiries be approved and sent. 
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The Attorney Geasral 


204 Pelegate Welter E, Yauntroy, The FE would bave no objection 
Should you decide ta advise Mr. Wachtel that the current Jorden by 


the Semte Select Committee on intelligenes Activilles concerns the 


SD inveatigation of Dr. Woreün Luther Hing, Ze, 


E X = tho Deputy Attornsy Generat 


i~ Assistant Attorney General Es 
Cice of Legal Comsel l 22 


NOTE: Based on memorandum Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams, 
5/15/18, captioned as above, JAM:mfd. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Assoc. Dir. —__ 
M . 1 - Mr. N. P. Callahan AE 
emorandum l - Me. J. B. Adams — exo T 
1 - Mr. T. J. Jenkins Geng ag 
TO — :MR. W. R, WANNALL gy pateMay 12, 1975 Files & Cen — 
f 1 - Mr. J. As Mintz vnd, Y 
mow m, pp b. cran rx m. es 
i 1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar GE eg 


Plan. & Eval. — 
Spec. Inv. nz x 


Rem 
A f © 
~ Supject: SENSTUDY 75 - € 
C j EEN memorandum reports the telephonic contact GE 


between former Assistant to the Director John P. Mohr and """*— 
Mr. Jenkins at which time Mr. Mohr furnished additional information 
regarding his meeting with representatives of the Senate Select f 

Committee (SSC) Staff on thé morning of 5/9/75. .. AA SO 


by Staff Members Mark Gitenstein, Thomas Dawson and Lester B, 
Seidel, Mr. Mohr recalled them asking if he knew who prepared the 
“surreptitious letters" the Bureau sent in the Socialist Workers 
Party case. Mr. Mohr advised the Staff Members thst he did not 
know but he presumed somebody in the Document Sectíon of the 


N Laboratory probably prepared these Kg aen » ] It ^4 " ds J 29 


mE." reconstructing his interview on the morning of weit 






e" As reported in my memorandum of 5/9/75, members of the 
Q Staff Committee are hoping that Mr. Mohr will be able to arrange an 
£ interview of Miss Gandy by members of the SSC providing Mr. Mohr 
Ya is present. In this regard, Mr. Mohr desired some guidance as to 
Ae what he could tell Miss Gandy if Staff Members asked her for the 

B B names of individuals appearing in the official and confidential 
Gu files of Mr. Hoover. Mr. Mohr was telephonically advised on the 
Ba afternoon of 5/12/75 by -Cragsr that the Bureau could not give him 
H 99 any advice as to what he could tell Miss Gandy recognizing that 
ED whatever he told Miss Ganéy was strictly between the two of them 
E and not of concern or interest to the FBI. It was further pointed 
H UD a out to Mr. Mohr that neither he nor Miss Gandy should feel under 
E E 5 any obligation to report to the Bureau what Miss Gandy decided in 


this regard as well as what she might tell the Staff of the SSC 
during her forthcoming interview by them on 5/15/ 723 MAY 23 1975 


On the occasion of Cregar's call to Mr. Mohr on the! 
afternoon of 5/12/75 Mohr recalled that he had told Staff Members 
of the SSC Miss Gandy had turned over to Mr, Felt the official and 
confidential files amounting to one-half a file drawer, Mr. Mohr 
in speaking with Miss Gandy subsequent to his interview on 5/9/75 
learned the official andecenfidential files turned over to Mr. Felt 


62-116395, w 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
RE: SENSTUDY 75 — 
62-116395 


by Miss Gandy amounted Co one and one-half file drawers. Mohr 
subsequently advised Mr. Gitenstein of this correction. 
Additionally, Gitenstein desired to know whether an itemized 
list of the official and confidential files was made and if so, 
where the list was. Mohr told Gitenstein that he was sure a 
list was made (subsequently confirmed by Miss Gandy) and that 
the list accompanied the official and confidential files. 


In addition to the above, Mohr advised that Gitenstein 
asked about a requirement of all Bureau employees to turn over 
any confidential files in their possession ordered by Mr. Hoover 
following the revelation that former Assistant to the Director 
Sullivan had turned over certain confidential files to former 
Attorney General Mardian. Mohr advised Gitenstein that Mr. Hoover 
had in fact levied such a requirement on Bureau employees and 
that all confidential files were to be turned over to Mr. Felt 
along with a memorandum explaining the nature of these files. 
Gitenstein asked Mr. Mohr where these memoranda would be filed. 
Mohr responded by saying he presumed they were confidential 
memoranda and would have gone with the confidential files turned 
over to Mr. Felt by any Bureau employee maintaining such files. 


ACTION: 


For information and record purposes. 
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This memorandum reports the results of a m (ing 
between former Assistant to the Director John P. Mohr and repre- 


sentatives of the Staff of the Senate Select Committee (SSC) on ad^ 
morning of 5/9/75. 


Memorandum Legal Counsel to Mr. J. B. Adams dated 5/5/75 
recommended that á Bureau representative be available for consulta- 
tion by Mr. Mohr during the time Mr. Mohr is being interviewed by 


Staff Members of the SSC 5/9/75. REC-109 PR S JIL 39 HIER 


Prior to Mr. Mohr's interview by the Staff of the SSC, 
Section Chief William 0. Cregar met with him. Mr. Mohr was advised 
that should representatives of the Staff pose any questions to him 
which could lead to the identification of sensitive sources, 
sensitive methods of FBI operations or material derived from other 
U. 5. agencies or foreign governments, he could decline to answer 
such questions until he had an opportunity to consult with a Bureau 
representative. Mr. Mohr understood the purpose of Mr. Cregarta, 
presence and assured him that should the inquiry by"Statf" Members} 
of the SSC get into these areas of inquiry, he would cer tadndys | 
consult with Cregar prior to responding. 

aman eegenen wës: ^, 

Following our arrival at the New Senate Office Building, 
Mr. Mohr and Cregar were met by Staff Members Mark Gitenstein, 
Thomas Dawson, and Lester B. Seide 1l, . As we proceeded to the 
office where the interview was to be conducted, Mr. Gitenstein 
referred to a previous conference he had with Assistant Director 
Wannall at Quantico on 5/5/75 at which Mr. Cregar was present. 
Gitenstein observed that this meeting had proved very, very 
beneficial and that he believed that future personal contacts 
between members of the Senate Select Committee. Staff and the FBI 
could prove useful and allow the SSC Staff to better understand 
how the FBI was MR E cQ at Headquarters. wh 
62-116395 
.. CONTINUED - OVER d 
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RE:  SENSTUDY 75 
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The interview of Mr, Mohr began at approximately 
10:20 and was concluded at 12:30 p.m. 5/9/75. Mr. Cregar, 
who was available in an adjacent room, was not called and 
following the interview, Mr. Mohr assured Mr. Cregar that 
no sensitive areas were addressed by the Staff Members. 
Mr. Mohr did indicate that the Staff Members were in possession 
of FBI documents dealing with the Socialist Workers Party as 
well as documents obtained by Mr. Carl Stern under the Freedom 
of Information Act (these are our COINTELPRO. documents which we 
were obliged to provide Stern under the FOI). No substantive 
questions were directed to Mr. Mohr regarding these documents 
but apparently were used to permit Mr. Mohr to identify who 
might be the final authority in approving these documents. 
As an example, Mr. Mohr noted that in reviewing a sample of 
these documents, he voiced the opinion Document A probably 
would have been approved by an Assistant Director whereas 
Document B might have received the approval of the Director. 
Mr. Mohr was unable to identify precisely what documents he 
was shown. 


It was quite apparent from the interview that the 
Staff of the SSC was trying to understand how the flow of 
mail proceeded in the FBI under Mr. Hoover's directorship. ` 
A classic example of the Staff Members' confusion was their 
inability to distinguish between an SAC letter from a letter 
to all SACs. Mr. Mohr attempted to clarify this confusion on 
behalf of the Staff Members. With regard to SAC letters, the 
Staff Members asked if there was a file on all SAC letters. 
Mr. Mohr advised he was not quite sure whether there was a 
single file containing all SAC letters. 


Members of the Staff also asked Mr. Mohr about his 
securing of Mr. Hoover's office after Mr. Hoover's death.. 
Mr. Mohr told the Committee that the articles which appeared 
in "The Washington Star! by columnist Jeremiah O'Leary was an 
accurate recording of his securing of Mr. Hoover's office. 
Nevertheless the Staff Members desired that Mr. Mohr go over 
in considerable detail exactly how he did secure Mr. Hoover's 
office following his death. 


"E 
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The question of Mr. Tolson's will did arise. 
Mr. Mohr advised that Hillory Tolson had not decided whether 
he was going to contest the will. According to Mr. Mohr, he 
recently had lunch with Hillory Tolson at Mr. Tolson's request 
at which time Hillory Tolson suggested he was not going to 
contest the will. However, Mr. Mohr had not seen any documentary 
evidence of Hillory.'s decision in this regard. 


Finally, the Staff Members asked if Mr. Mohr knew 
the whereabouts of Miss Gandy or at least her telephone number. 
He told themhhe did know herewhereabouts and telephone number 
but promised her he would not reveal them. Mr. Mohr was asked 
whether Miss Gandy would be available for interview. Mr. Mohr 
advised the Committee that he would attempt to persuade her 
to be interviewed providing he, Mr. Mohr, was allowed to be 
present during the entire interview. The Staff Members inter- 
posed no objection to that arrangement and Mr. Mohr indicated 
to Mr. Gitenstein that he would advise him of Miss Gandy's 
desires regarding an interview under the conditions stipulated 
above. 


Prior to the onset of the interview with Mr. Mohr, 
Cregar asked Gitenstein whether a decision would be forthcoming 
from the SSC regarding the interviews of former employees of the 
intelligence community by Staff Members of the SSC. Gitenstein 
Stated the the Committee had no problem with the FBI and that if 
The White House would not interfere he felt satisfactory arrange- 
[ments between the FBI and the Select Committee could be worked 
out regarding future interviews of former FBI, employees. The 
thrust of Mr, Gitenstein's comment as well as his general 
demeanor during the meeting suggested the Staff felt they could 
work closely with the FBI to the satisfaction of both parties. 


ACTION: For information and record purposes. 
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Telephone Rm, — 
Director Sec’y __ 


wo 13. 
Reference Mr. Heim memorandum to Mr. Moóre dated 4/10/75, 
enclosing edited version of paper entitled "Dissertation on Procedures for — 
Opening, Closing and Maintaining Domestic | Security Ca: Cases ! in Pending Status. a 


e ëtt e — qye —— À 
- -—— — — — 


INTD has no objection to the edited version. 
ACTION: 


Legal Counsel Division review edited version for legal considerations. 


() d W 
1- Mr. J. A. Mintz 
1- Mr. D. W. Moore, Jr 
1- Mr. W. R. Wannall 
1- Mr. A. B. Fulton 
1- Mr. A. L. Lacey, Jr. 
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DATE: 4/10/75 
= 0 
| rrom Mr. Heim Duas. T. alia ct Froe tA OY 
Ll 
SUBJECT: 


CONGRESSIONAL TESTIMONY ` 


pet e ligere 


dus Reference W. R. Wannall to Adams memorandum 
dated 4/1/75, and captioned as above which submitted 
a proposed statement for congressional testimony 
concerning the opening, closing, and.maintenance of 
domestic security cases in pending status. This 


Division was to review the statement from a stylistic 
standpoint. 


The statement has been reviewed along these 
lines and edited. 
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` RECOMMENDATION: 
That attached edited version of the aforementioned / 
LN statement be forwarded to Intelligence Division for review " 
e and approval and then submitted to Legal Counsel Division 
S for its review and approval. | 
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR 
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING 
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS 


FBI authority to investigate domestic security 
cases is derived from numerous criminal statutes and 
Presidential Directives and Executive Orders concerning 
internal security and employee loyalty matters.  Proceduraliy, 
the Buréau opens, continues, and closes such cases on 
the basis of these legal considerations. 


Upon receipt of a fact situation from any 
of a myriad of sources, an Agent must necessarily make 
a judgment as to whether this situation appears to fall 
within the scope of FBI jurisdiction, 


More specifically, domestic security investigations 
are initiated when allegations clearly indicate a person, 
either as an individual or as a member of a group, acts 
to unlawfully alter the Government in violation of the 
Smith Act, the Rebellion or Insurrection Statute, the 
Seditious Conspiracy Statute, or other related enactments. 
Speciai emphasis is placed on those engaged in violent 
furtherance of such illegal aots, A full investigation 
naa so long as these indications of illegal activity 
Cxist. 


When allegations do not clearly indicate 
that activities on the part of an individual fall within 
this jurisdictional area, self-imposed regulations require 
that a "preliminary investigation" be conducted. This 
inquiry consists of obtaining information from established 
sources (such as records maintained by police departments, 
local governments, and private agen¢les); informants; 
public source information; and FBI records. These invosti- 
gations are limited to 90 days during which an honest 
effort is made to distinguish as soon às possible hetween 
legitimate political activity and illegali acts. If 
more than 90 days are required to resolve this question, 
authority to exceed this period must bo obtained from 
FBI Headquarters, In seeking this extension, a full 
statement must be made of the allegation, the jurisdictional 
authority involved, and facts that appear to justify 


the continuance. 
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When an allegation is received that a group 
may fall within existing jurisdictional criteria, FBI 
Headquarters is immediately notified and a "preliminary 
investigation" along the lines already indicated is 
undertaken. Again, approval from PBI Headquarters must 
be obtained to continue this "preliminary investigation” 
beyond 90 days to resolve whethor juricdicticssi standards 
are mot. If met, a full investigation is condusted 
upon approval by FBI Headquarters. * 

Internal security investigations are also 
conducted on the basis of specifie instructions from 
the Attorney Ganeral (pursuant to Presidential Directives) 
to the Director of the TBI. Until the instruction is 
complied with, these matters remain pending. 


Every effort is made te maintain proper 
administrative control over domestic security investigations 
and to insure full compliance with the law. In this 
regard, Bureau rules require Agents to limit investigations 
to relevant matters. Supervisory personnel in the Field 
and at PBI Hoadquarters review the progress and relevancy 
of these investigations, and reports are forwarded to 
the Department of Justice, Agents also receive legal 
instruction on a continuing basis in order that they 
may be fully able to recognize relevance and safeguard 
individual rights. 


These Bureau procedures have been devised 
in an honest effort to carry out with maximum effectiveness 
and propriety our vital domestic security responsibilities. 
Over the years, the FBI has handled these responsibilities 
and protected the domestic security of our Nation with 
great dedication and, I believe, with great distination, 
We will continue to vigorously carry out these duties 
with all dua regard for individual rights and liborties. 
I believe the procedures E have outlined are in guli 
accord with this purpose. 
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR 
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING 
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS 


FBI authority to investigate domestic security 
cases. is derived from numerous criminal statutes and 
Presidential Directives and Executive Orders concerning 
internal security and employee loyalty matters.  Procedurally, 
the Bureau opens, continues, and closes such cases on 
the basis of these legal considerations. 


Upon receipt of a fact situation from any 
of a myriad of sources, an Agent must necessarily make 
a judgment as to whether this situation appears to fall 
within the scope of FBI jurisdiction. 


More specifically, domestic security investigations 
are initiated when allegations clearly indicate a person, 
either as an individual or as a member of a group, acts 
to unlawfully alter the Government in violation of the 
Smith Act, the Rebellion or Insurrection Statute, the 
Seditious Conspiracy Statute, or other related enactments. 
Special emphasis is placed on those engaged in violent 
furtherance of such illegal acts. A full investigation 


continues so long as these indications of illegal activity 
exist. 


When allegations do not clearly indicate 
that activities on the part of an individual fall within 
this jurisdictional area, self-imposed regulations require 
that a "preliminary investigation" be conducted. This 
inquiry consists of obtaining information from established 
sources (such as records maintained by police departments, 
local governments, and private agencies); informants; 
public source information; and FBI records. These investi- 
gations are limited to 90 days during which an honest 
effort is made to distinguish as soon as possible between 
legitimate political activity and illegal acts. If 
more than 90 days are required to resolve this question, ` 
authority to exceed this period must be obtained from 
FBI Headquarters. In seeking this extension, a full 
statement must be made of the allegation, the jurisdictional 


authority involved, and facts that appear to justify 
the continuance. 
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When an allegation is received that a group 
may fall within existing jurisdictional criteria, FBI 
Headquarters is immediately notified and a “preliminary 
investigation" along the lines already indicated is 
undertaken. Again, approval from FBI Headquarters must 
be obtained to continue this "preliminary investigation" 
beyond 90 days to resolve whether jurisdictional standards 
are met. If met, a full investigation is conducted 
upon approval by FBI Headquarters. 


Internal security investigations are also 
conducted on the basis of specific instructions from 
the Attorney General (pursuant to Presidential Directives) 
to the Director of the FBI. Until the instruction is 
complied with, these matters remain pending. 


Every effort is made to maintain proper 
administrative control over domestic security investigations 
and. to insure full compliance with the law. In this 
regard, Bureau rules require Agents to limit investigations 
to relevant matters. Supervisory personnel in the Field 
and at FBI Headquarters review the progress and relevancy 
of these investigations, and reports are forwarded to 
the Department of Justice. Agents also receive legal 
instruction on a continuing basis in order that they 
may be fully able to recognize relevance and safeguard 
individual rights. 


These Bureau procedures have been devised 
in an honest effort to carry out with maximum effectiveness 
and propriety our vital domestic security responsibilities. 
Over the years, the FBI has handled these responsibilities 
and protected the domestic security of our Nation with 
great dedication and, I believe, with great distinction. 
We will continue to vigorously carry out these duties 
with all due regard for individual rights and liberties. 
I believe the provederoii I have outlined are in full 
accord with this purpose 
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DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR 
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING 
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS 


The FBI opens, continues pending investigation, and closes 
domestic security cases based on legal considerations. The Bureat: is charged 
with the investigation of violation of numerous criminal statutes, as well as 
duties imposed by Presidential Directives and Executive Orders concerning 
internal security and employee loyalty matters, 


The procedure for handling such investigation is dictated by 
the facts and circumstances of each case. Upon receipt of a fact situation from 
any of a myriad of sources, the Agent must necessarily make a judgment to 
determine whether these facts reasonably indicate an activity falling within 
the scope of the FBI's jurisdiction. 


Domestic security investigations are initiated regarding individuals 
when allegations establish that he, individually or as an active group member, 
acts to unlawfully alter the Government in violation of the Smith Act, the 
Rebellion or Insurrection Statute, the Seditious Conspiracy Statute, or other 
related enactments. Special emphasis is placed on those practicing action 
or violence in furtherance of their goal. If the allegation shows facts clearly 
within the scope of these statutes, a full investigation is conducted and continues 
so long as facts exist to indicate a reasonable possibility that these ends could 
be achieved. 


In some instances, allegations regarding the individual do not 
clearly fall within the scope of authority, Self-imposed restrsining regulations 
require that such inquiry be limited to a "preliminary investigation" consisting 
of contacts for informational purposes only with established sources, such as 
police bureaus., records departments of local governments, and private record 
sources; informants; publie source information; and Bureau records. These 
investigations are limited to 90 days. An earnest effort is made to distinguish 
as soon as possible between mere unorthodox political views or dissent on the 
one hand and revolutionary and/or criminal activity on the other. If to exceed 
90 days, a report is made to FBI Headquarters specifically stating the allegation, 
the jurisdictional authority and such facts as would justify continuance of the 
investigation. A concurrence of Headquarters is necessary for continuance. 


When an allegation is received that a group may fell within the 
jurisdictional criteria, Headquarters is immediately notified and investigation 
is limited to the "preliminary investigation" as described above. Any investi- 
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gation beyond that is made only uges epproval by Headquarters. If such 
continuance is approved, investigeficn sentinues to resolve whether juris- 
dictional standards are met. If met, and Bondage approval obtained, a 
full investigation is conducted. 


Apart from these situations, specific instructions from the Attorney 
General, pursuant to Presidential Directives, to the Director of the FBI concerning 
matters of internal security are the basis for investigations. Until the instruction 
is complied with, these matters remain pending. 


Bureau rules require an Agent to limit investigations to relevant 
matters. Field office and Headquarters supervisors review the progress and 
relevancy of investigations and reports are forwarded to the Department of 
Justice. The FBI is ever aware of and controlled by court decisions interpreting 
the law. Agents receive continuing legal instruction in order to recognize relevance 
and. the rights of persons under the law. 


These regulatory procedures are the means by which the FBI 
implements the responsibilities imposed by the statutes, Presidential Directives, 
and orders of the Attorney General. An examination of the domestic security problems 
confronting this Nation would reveal that, as early as 1936, concern arose over 
"Fifth Column" activities of Communists and Fascists and continued through WW H. 
This concern has evolved to other threats, through the years, stich as the 
foreign-dominated Communist influence in America during the Gold War, 
the Ku Klux Klan's interference with the rights of others, the turbulent 
anti-Vietnam War demonstrations, the urban ghetto riots, and the rise of the 
racially-oriented organizations preaching revolution and their more violent 
splinter groups practicing open guerrilla warfare. The FBI, charged by statute 
and supplemented by Directives to investigate such matters in order to fulfill 
the duty, promulgated the investigative procedure for a dual purpose. The 
FBI recognizes not only the duty to investigate, to preserve the Constitution, 
but the fact the Constitution delineates zones of privacy and individual liberties. 
These regulatory procedures speak reasonably to both. 





NOTE: 


See memorandum Mr. W. R. Wannall to Mr. J. B. Adams, dated 4/1/75, 
captioned "Congressional Testimony H prepared by ALL: vb. 























ALL INFORMATION contarme PRE 


EERETH IS UNCLASSIFIZD 





DISSERTATION ON PROCEDURES FOR 
OPENING, CLOSING AND MAINTAINING 
DOMESTIC SECURITY CASES IN PENDING STATUS 


The FBI opens, continues pending investigation, and closes 
domestic security cases based on legal considerations. The Bureau is charged 
with the investigation of violation of numerous criminal statutes, as well as 
duties imposed by Presidential Directives and Executive Orders concerning 
internal security and employee loyalty matters. 


The procedure for handling such investigation is dictated by 
the facts and circumstances of each case. Upon receipt of a fact situation from 
any of a myriad of sources, the Agent must necessarily make a judgment to 
determine whether these facts reasonably indicate an activity falling within 
the scope of the FBI's jurisdiction. 


Domestic security investigations are initiated regarding individuals 
when allegations establish that he, individually or as an active group member, 
acts to unlawfully alter the Government in violation of the Smith Act, the 
Rebellion or Insurrection Statute, the Seditious Conspiracy Statute, or other 
related enactments. Special emphasis is placed on those practicing action 
or violence in furtherance of their goal. If the allegation shows facts clearly 
within the scope of these statutes, a full investigation is conducted and continues 
so long as facts exist to indicate a reasonable possibility that these ends could 
be achieved. 


In some instances, allegations regarding the individual do not 
clearly fall within the scope of authority. Self-imposed restraining regulations 
require that such inquiry be limited to a "preliminary investigation" consisting 
of contacts for informational purposes only with established sources, such as 
police bureaus, records departments of local governments, and private record 
sources; informants; public source information; and Bureau records. These 
investigations are limited to 90 days. An earnest effort is made to distinguish 
as soon as possible between mere unorthodox political views or dissent on the 
one hand and revolutionary and/or criminal activity on the other. If to exceed 
90 days, a report is made to FBI Headquarters specifically stating the allegation, 
the jurisdictional authority and such facts as would justify continuance of the 
investigation. A concurrence of Headquarters is necessary for continuance. m 


When an allegation is received that a group may fall within the 
jurisdictional criteria, Headquarters is immediately notified and investigation 
is limited to the "preliminary investigation" as described above. Any investi- 
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gation beyond that is made only upon approval by Headquarters. If such 
continuance is approved, investigation continues to resolve whether juris- 
dictional standards are met. If met, and Headquarters! approval obtained, a 
full investigation is conducted. 


Apart from these situations, specific instructions from the Attorney 
General, pursuant to Presidential Directives, to the Director of the FBI concerning 
matters of internal security are the basis for investigations. Until the instruction 
is complied with, these matters remain pending. 


Bureau rules require an Agent to limit investigations to relevant 
matters. Field office and Headquarters supervisors review the progress and 
relevancy of investigations and reports are forwarded to the Department of 
Justice. The FBI is ever aware of and controlled by court decisions interpreting 
the law. Agents receive continuing legal instruction in order to recognize relevance 
and the rights of persons under the law. l 


These regulatory procedures are the means by which the FBI 
implements the responsibilities imposed by the statutes , Presidential Directives, 
and orders of the Attorney General. An examination of the domestic security problems 
confronting this Nation would reveal that, as early as 1936, concern arose over 
"Fifth Column" activities of Communists and Fascists and continued through WW II. 
This concern has evolved to other threats , through the years, such as the 
foreign-dominated Communist influence in America during the Cold War, 
the Ku Klux Klan's interference with the rights of others , the turbulent 
anti-Vietnam War demonstrations , the urban ghetto riots, and the rise of the 
racially-oriented organizations preaching revolution and their more violent 
splinter groups practicing open guerrilla warfare. The FBI, charged by statute 
and supplemented by Directives to investigate such matters in order to fulfill 
the duty, promulgated the investigative procedure for a dual purpose. The 
FBI recognizes not only the duty to investigate, to preserve the Constitution , 
but the fact the Constitution delineates zones of privacy and individual liberties. 
These regulatory procedures speak reasonably to both. 





riim 
. g G$4 GEN. REG. «NO. 27 
UNITED STATES 4 O 
Memorandum 


TO ‘MR. J. B. ADAMS 


L =- Mr. J. B. 
Lh = Me, T. de 


(Enclosures - 2) Admin, 


DATE: May 7, 1975 


Assoc. Dir, 
Dep. AD Adm. 
Adams Dep. AD4An / (J^ 
Jenkins Asst. Dir: 





Comp. Syst. ne 


JAM e | 
d Gen. Inv. ara 


ek 1 - Each Assistant! Mont. ! 
FROM: LEGAL Da M HAT Director Mr pe pA ; 
rue 1 - Me W. 0. C A ibd: 
uge SENSTUDE 75 ^ Ta Ms. H B. eid al € * | » 
i ene — 1 - Mr. P. V. Daly oem 
l1 - Me. S. F, Phillips Director Sec SS. «£f, 
` call? . Sy 
Re my memorandum to you 5/5/75 enclosing a request from 
the Senate Select Committee (SSC) for additional information. 

Attached to the copies of instant memorandum for Messrs, Jenki AH th 

Ash, Moore, and White are copies of the referenced memorandum DG d ef 

Oy Q 


$ its enclosure. 





request, 








ALL INFORMATION coma um Oe Je 


HEPEIN jS UJOL^COYPXED 


B 
“4 
CO. 


In handling this request which deals primarily with Ei 
furnishing to the SSC of various Sections of the Manual of ze 
Instructions and Manual of Rules and Regulations as well as intB NS 
mation concerning our filing system,and particularly ¢ gier of Éi ' 
Bureau forms, we should bear in mind that there are av Sx 
three options for consideration. 
information or documents, 


The following is to delineate individual responsibil WNN 
and assignments for securing the information requested by the S Bel T ! 
Because the request covers areas of operations affécting all ZZ. A 
Divisions of the Bureau except Office of Planning and Evaluation "WX 
(OPE), it will be necessary that the very closest coordinstion and 
maximum ofcocperétion be effected in order to implement the SSC 


abie 


One, is to give the i ue d 
Two, is to not furnish the documents 


but merely permit their review at FBIHQ. A third option available 
is to set forth justifying data to support a denial of furnishing 


the information or documents, 


Of course, in furnishing any docu- 


ments, we should bear in mind the option of excising sensitive 


i information. 


RECA ^2 « Me SES- 122 


In delineating the specific responsibilities for 4. 
various Divisions, we are designating the Division having,primary 


interest as the one Stee? the necessary 


62-116395 
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Memorandum to Mr, J. B. Adams 
RE: SENSTUDY 75 
62-116395 


indicating in most instances what other Divisions would have 

an input to furnish the primary Division. Even if auxiliary 
Divisions are not designated for input purposes, if the primary 
Division desires the views of another Division, it should obtain 
same prior to preparing the material, 


Because of the involved coordination necessary, it is 
requested that each Division except OPE designate a representative 
to appear at a conference at 10:00 A.M. Friday, 5/9/75, in the 
Intelligence Division Conference Room, Room 4017, JEH Building, 
where the details for preparation of the necessary material vill ` 
be discussed, ` 


The following are the assignments corresponding with: the 
4/30/75 SSC memorandum and its appendices which deal with four. 
main requests, 


(1) The portion dealing with Superseded Sections of 
the Manual of Instructions will be handled by the Training Division 
which will gather all of the necessary information from Bureau files 
after which Intelligence Division will review and make a final 
determination as to the necessary response to the SSC. 


(2) Concerning Sections of the Manual of Instructions 
Jot "Previously Produced and the corresponding Appendix B, the 
‘following assignments are made, 


Section Subject Assignment 
4 Surveillances and Raids (Training Division with input 


to be supplied by the three 
investigative Divisions. Note 
should be taken that this Section 
was previously made available to 
GAO in connection with its audit 
of Bureau operations.) 


8R Data Processing Section, (Computer Systems Division) 
Computer Systems Division 


ida CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams 


RE:  SENSTUDY 75 
62-116395 
Section Subject 
19 Applicant and Employee 
Investigations Conducted 
for Other Agencies 
23 ` Bomb Threats, Explosives 
and Incendiary Devices 
27 Civil Rights 
28 Civil Rights Act of 1964 
29 Conspiracy 
75 Neutrality Matters 
78 Passports and Visas 
90 Selective Service Act 
102 Coordination with Other 
Government Agencies 
103 Foreign Police Coopera- 
tion 
134 Assaulting the President 
of the United States and 
Threats to the President 
of the United States 
136 Antiriot Laws 
144 Police Killings 
146 Protection of Foreign 


Officials and Official 





Assignment 


(Special Investigative Division) 
(SID) 


(Intelligence Division) (INTD) 
(General Investigative Division) 
(GID) 


(GID) 


(GID with input from INTD and 
.SID) 


(INID) 
(GID) 


(SID) 


" (INTD with input from GID and 


SID). 


(INTD) 


(GID) 


CINTD) 
(GID) 


(INTD with input from GID) 


Guests of the United States 
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams 
RE: SENSTUDY 75 
62-116395 


(3) Concerning the Manual of Rules and Regulations 
and Appendix C, the following assignments are made. For 
Part; I, Section 9 - Disciplinary Matters (Administrative 
Division). For Part; II, Section 1 - Authority - Training - 
Submission of Information (Training Division); Section 2 - 
Supervision - Availability: - Résident Agencies (Administrative 
Division); Section 3 - Administration of Offices (Files and 
Communications Division with input from Administrative Division. 
Computer Systems Division will supply the input for 3F); 
Section 4 - Communications (Files and Communications Division 
with input from the following Divisions: Administrative, INID, 
GID, SID, Legal Counsel, and Computer Systems.Division); 
Section 5 - Dissemination of. Information (GID with input from 
INTD and SID); Section 6 - Publications, Press, and Public 
Contacts (External Affairs Division); Section 7 - Payments - 
Property (Administrative Division with input from Computer 
Systems Division); Section 8 - Miscellaneous Regulations 
(SID with all other Divisions except OPE furnishing appropriate 
input); Section 9 - Classification - Character - Copies - 
Abbreviations (Training Division with all other Divisions 
except OPE furnishing appropriate input). 


(4) Concerning Filing System, Files and Communications 
Division will handle with necessary input from Training Division 
concerning the request pertaining to all Bureau Forms. 


This matter must be given priority, expedite attention 
by all Divisions bearing in mind that on the one hand, it is 
absolutely imperative that the review and study be of high 
quality, and that on the other hand, there be no delay which 
could result in criticism of 'the Bureau az: not responding promptly 
to the SSC, 


RECOMMENDATIONS : 


(1) Assignments to be handled as indicated above. 


> 
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams 
RE: SENSTUDY 75 
62-116395 


(2) Representatives of all Divisions except OPE 
attend coordinating conference 10:00 A.M. 5/9/75, Room 4017, 
JEH Building. 


a 
A p 
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„Director Sec’y — 


e, ser 
From 10:30 a.m. until 2:45 p.m. on May 6, 1975, 


. Inspector John B. Hotis andI met with Frederick Schwarz, General 
Counsel to the Senate Select Committee, Committee staffers Burt Wides 


Pat Shea and Mike Madigan, and 


I arranged to attend this conference in an effort to resolve with 
i the Committee staff the procedures that would be followed during interviews 
of current and former FBI employees by staff representatives. Interviews’ 
have been conducted in the recent past by representatives of the-Comnittee, 
and in the absence of any general understanding as to the procedures we 
have been advising those persons coming to our attention as prospective 
witnesses that they may request the presence of a Bureau representative 
during the interview. Committee staff members have objected to the 
presence of Bureau representatives and have insisted that the antary igya 


proceed in the "eeh any agency repres Get | 
REC-3 Latz d 
WARTE 


At the outset of the meeting ion f A: ecame Gs t ‘Schwarz 
speaking for the members of the Senate Select Committee and for the staff, 
| was opposed to the presence of agency representatives during interviews 

concerning matters which they described as "abuses." Schwarz explained 
| that the Committee has a responsibility to look into allegations of misconduct 
^m 





or abuse in addition to a broader study of the jurisdiction and operations 
A» of the intelligence community. He said that while there would be a willingness 
on their part to have agency representatives present during=inberviews concern- — 
ing general inquiries regarding jurisdiction, they felt that it would, be 
improper and would interfere with the integrity of their ‘investi AERA 
third parties were present during interviews concerning misconduct. -—À 
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Memorandum to UN E 
Re: Senate Select Committee, etc. 


Schwarz offered as an alternative that the agencies would be 
advised of the identity of persons to be interviewed and that prior to 
the interview the agency would contact the witness to explain the authority, 
the security arrangements made by the Committee for the protection of 
information, to authorize the witness to answer questions where the 
witness was bound by a secrecy agreement, and to caution the witness 
concerning matters of a sensitive nature which should be deferred for 
discussion with members of the Committee or with the Chairman of the 
Committee. 


I pointed out to Schwarz that unless the FBI was given notice 
as to the specific subject matter of the interview to be conducted, we would 
find it most difficult to intelligently assess the sensitivity of the information 
that might be furnished by the witness. The CIA representatives expressed 
great alarm that an interview ‘could disclose information without some 
prior assessment of the potential damage to intelligence collection techniques 
and sources. 


As to these points, Schwarz stated that he would discuss with the 
members of the Committee a revision of their nitial proposal that 
would include notice to the agency of the identity of a person to be interviewed 
plus a generic description of the subject matter of the interview followed by 
a contact by the agency with the prospective witness to assess the sensitivity 
of the information and to advise the witness of areas of inquiry that must be 
deferred for special handling by designated members of the Committee or 
of the Committee staff. Following that contact the Committee representative 
would proceed to conduct the interview with the understanding that the agency 
representative would be near-by and immediately available for consultation 
should the witness have concern as to the degree of sensitivity of 
information he was being asked to furnish. At the conclusion of the 
interview, the Committee would make available to the agency a summary 
of the notes taken during the interview but a transcription of the interview would 
not be made available either to the agency or to the witness interviewed. 


Schwarz stipulated that there may be occasions when the Committee 
would reserve its right to interview an individual, whether a current employee 
or a former employee, in secret in order to protect the interview or to insure 
the completeness and accuracy of his information. I asked Burt Wides 
whether they had any basis for that concern and he indicated that they 
did have such a basis, but declined to specify the details. 


-2- CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams l 
Re: Senate Select Committee 


Inspector Hotis asked whether the on-going interviews 
would be delayed pending resolution of the differences concerning 
procedures. Schwarz replied that the interviews will proceed due to 
time factors. I then requested Schwarz to expedite his discussion 
with the members of the Committee, to state their proposals in writing 
in order that we could review them in specific detail, and to let me 
know as soas their proposal as approved by the Committee was available 
for discussion. He agreed to do so and said that probably this could 
be accomplished by Thursday, May 8, 1975. 


OPINION 


It was my impression in dealing with Schwarz that he is making 
an honest effort to conduct the Committee inquiry reasonably and that he 
is concerned about the public acceptance of the Committee's final product. 
His concerns about the integrity of the investigation are similar to those 
thatEwould express about an FEI investigation. His insistence that 
interviews of individuals concerning possible misconduct be done alone 
with the witness appear to me to be reasonable to insure the integrity 
of their investigation. The compromise we discussed (they would identify 
the witnesses to us prior to interview and tell us the proposed subject 
matter of the interview and allow us to consult with the witness prior to 
interview) seems to be a practical solution to our mutual problem. This 
solution is not as acceptable to CIA due to their greater need for 
protection of their covert operations, sources and methods. The Committee 
has available to it the subpoena power, the authority to conduct public 
hearings, and a good deal of support by public opinion. "Therefore, I 
conclude that the Committee is likely to discover the full details of 
events concerning which they inquire whether the FBI cooperates or 
appears to be reluctant. As to those areas of legitimate concern because 
of their sensitivity in terms of productiaxof informants or sources and 
methods of gathering national security intelligence, the Bureau can 
properly expect an opportunity to provide protection for the information. 


If the procedures suggested above are operated in good faith 
on both sides, the Bureau would be given notice as to the subject matter 
to be discussed prior to the interview and research could disclose the 
areas of sensitivity and »appropriate action taken to caution the witness 
against disclosure of such information. 


-3- CONTINUED - OVER 
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1 Memorandum to Mr. Adams 
Re: Senate Select Committee 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 
1. That until procedures are established with the 
Committee the Bureau continue its present practice of advising prospective 


witnesses upon their request that they have a right to consult with a 
Bureau representative during interview. 


2. That further discussions of this matter with the Committee 
await the receipt of their proposed guidelines in writing after approval by 
members of the Senate Select Committee. 


T CERT 
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This morning the Director asked me to inquire into the status 
of our understanding with the Senate Select Committee as to whether FBI 
representatives would or would not be present at interviews of former 
Bureau employees or current Bureau employees. The Director was 
concerned that the presence of a Bureau representative could be criticized 
as an attempt.to interfere with the Committee's inquiries. I assured the 
Director that the purpose of such representatives being present was to 
assist the interviewer and the witness in determining areas of inquiry 
of particular sensitivity or that might concern a current Bureau operation. 

The Director agreed that such was an appropriate reason for the presence 

of a Bureau representative and asked me to consider preparing a letter 
addressed to Senator Church stating our desire to make available a Bureau 
representative and the reasons forthe presence of such a Bureau representative. 


As a result of a conference with representatives of CIA, up 
Roderick Hills of the White House Counsel staff, and others, it was y ax 





- 


Ul EI EC-3 CR E br, - 

I schedüled-am-appoiritmé with the Deputy Attorney General 
and met with him at 5:00 p. m. on May 5, 1975, accompanied by 
Inspector John B. Hotis. I told the Deputy of our concern that the 
interviews by the Senate Committee are continuing even though no 
understanding has been reached by the Committee and the intelligence 
community. F toid the Deputy that the Director would like to have some 


S MAY 13 1975 à 
1 - Mr. Wannall hn 
1 - Mr. Hotis Sy TONS 
1 - Mr. Mintz 
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[irma understanding with Senator Church as to the Bureau's position 

in regard to such interviews. I reminded the Deputy that our sole concern 
was to make a representative available to assist in the interviews 

in the event they touched upon sensitive areas and by no means was our 
interest to be understood to be an effort to interfere with the Senate 
Committee's inquiries. 


The Deputy said he fully understood our position and agreed. 
He asked me whether I would be willing to agree to hold off on formal 
notification to Senator Church until the negotiations to be conducted by 
Mr. Lloyde could be concluded. I told the Deputy I would agree to that 
on the condition that I and also Inspector Hotis would participate in the 
discussions by Lloyd with the Committee representatives. The Deputy 
Attorney General said that he fully concurred in my condition and if there 
developed any difficulty in making such arrangements, he would assist 
in seeing that it was accomplished.- 





Inspector Hotis advised that Schwarz, the Committee counsel, 
has arranged a meeting on Wednesday morning, May 7, 1975, with 
Assistant Attorney General Scalia of the Office of Legal Counsel of the 
Department. We will also be represented at that meeting. 







The Deputy Attorney General told me that he hg 
by Schwarz that a former Bureau Agent, Leo Clark, had o 
fact that a Bureau representative had contacted him and hati dicated a 
willingness to be present during Clark's interview by the Committee. 

I again assured the Deputy that our sole purpose in contacting Clark was 

to be available in the event a Bureau representative. ‘was needed to discuss 
matters of a sensitive nature or matters concerning: current Bureau operations. 
The Deputy said he understood and Clark's complaint 9 was. -likely the result 

of a misunderstanding. 


sen advised 


RECOMMENDATION: 


For information. K 


hA 
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May 14, 1975 
Q 
MATERIAL FOR SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) 
INVESTIGATING INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 
Ü 1. TITLE/SUBJECT: Legal Authorities of the FBI 
2. ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBI 


3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: Letterhead memorandum (LM) 
with enclosures describod bolo. 


4, DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified 
5. NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION STAMP: NA 
6. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS: 
In response to a request from the SSC for certain 
documents and other information, an LHM was submitted as a 


Si cover communication to furnish the SSC copies of the following 
T= documents, 


















1. An internal FBI memorandum dated 5/16/72 ( 
captioned "FBI Jurisdiction; Criminal Intelligence P 
Information," | oor 
uu M E 
2. An internal FBI memorandum. dated 5/18/72 Ë pe 
captioned "FBI Authority in Panay im Intelligence f 4. ++ + 
Matters." z Pu 
3. A study on subversios prepared for former 
Acting FBI Director Louis Patrick Gray III dated 5/19/72. 
rent 4. A memorandum from the Director of the FBI to 
ms the Attorney General dated 8/7/73 recommending the 
weg issuance of an Executive Order concerning the conduct 
Bo of domestic intelligence REN, atio A 
iles iit / (^ 2 0 y 
cen — 52-116395 Di, dn IS AV de 
Nee, LL S LÁ Y; 
ic se — SEP: m ow a MN 16195 . MP E ge ei 
aborofory es.. v7 
Ge E MS LSER-NOLELDAGE TWO É ; 
Tia 
Legal Coun, __ 
Telephone Rm. 
Director See ___ MAIL ROOM UI ‘TELETYPE UNIT _] GPO 934-545 
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7. REQUESTER/DATE or EQUEST: 55C, 3/19/75 





8. RELEASING AUTHORITY: FBI 
9. DATE OF SUBMISSION; 4/22/75 
10. LOCALION OF FILE COPY: PRE file 62-116395-83 


L1. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNTIY PROBLEMS: Hone. 


NOTE: Original via liaison to Central Community Index in 
connection with Senstudy 75. 
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E TelepHohe Rm. — 
EOS Director Sec’y — 
JFK Act 6 (1) (A) AC g Hoti ip fate 
At 5:05 p.m. on May 6, 1975, I went t ite House 


to meet with Mr. Philip Buchen, Counsel to the President; Roderick Hills, 
Associate Counsel;James Wilderotter, Assistant Counsel; Assistant 
Attorney General Scalia, Office of Legal Counsel in the Department: 

The meeting was called by Mr. Buchen to discuss the 
developments that day with regard to the proposal that agency ' representa- 


tives would be present during interviews conducted by investigators of the 
Senate Select Committee staff. 


At a meeting held earlier that day, the General Counsel of the 
Senate Select Committee had indicated that the Committee disapproved of the 
presence of agency representatives at interviews concerning alleged ` 
"abuses." I explained to Mr. Buchen the alternative proposal offered by 
F.A.O. Schwarz to the effect that agencies would be furnished the identiti éi 
of proposed witnesses, the subject matter of the proposed interviews, G ^ 
and permitted an opportunity to review the subject matter and' consult with” 
the witness to advise him of sensitive areas that would require special 
treatment. agreed that in regard to interviews concerning 
abuses, it would seem to be necessary for the Committee to proceed with the : 
interview without an agency representative present. After general 
discussion of the proposal by Schwarz, the meeting concluded with 
instructions by Mr. Buchen to Wilderotter to draft a statement that might 
be incorporated into a letter to be addressed to the Committee explaining 
the Administration's position. 
JFK Act 6 (1) (A) 

| The elements of the proposal would be that as a general 

rule, agency representatives would be present during interviews concerning 


matters that wer6 sot categorized as abuses and in those XE onal cases 
1 - Mr. Wannall 
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams 
Re: Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 


where abuses would be the subject of interviews, the agencies would be 
given prior notice of the identities of the witnesses and of the subject 
matter of the interview, plus an opportunity to consult with the witness 
prior to the interview. Mr. Buchen also asked that the Committee be 
requested to provide a letter in each instance identifying the alleged abuse 
as the subject of the interview and indicating Committee approval of 

that inquiry. The objective of such a requirement would be to clearly 
identify those interviews characterized as "abuses" interviews which would 
require the absence of an agency representative during the actual interview. 


I was also asked to contact Schwarz to insure that he would not 
present to the Committee his counterproposal during the regular committee 
meeting on Wednesday, May 7, 1975. The purpose of such a request was 
to avoid the Committee adopting a final proposal regarding interviews 
prior to the Executive having an opportunity to express its. position. 


On the morning of May 7, 1975, we spoke with Schwarz, requested 
him to refrain from offering his counterproposals to the Committee for 
approval, and in response to his request explained to him that the reason 
was that the proposals were under discussion and it was necessary for all 
agencies in the intelligence community to be involved in the determination 
whether the alternative procedures would be acceptable. Mr. Schwarz 
agreed to refrain from offering his counterproposals to the Committee today. 


At approximately 10:25 a.m. on May "th, I called Wilderotter 
and asked what the progress of his preparation of the proposed letter was. 
He told me that there would be no letter addressed to the Committee because 
the White House did not desire to escalate this matter and go over the head 
of the Committee counsel. I told him th was extremely concerned at 
the inaction which has resulted thus far in /F BI being in an indefensible 
position in regard to interviews of former employees. I explained to 
him that the Committee has not advised us of the interviews that have been 
conducted and we have learned of them only by calls from the witnesses. 

I told him that the interviews are still continuing because at the meeting 
on May 6, 1975, we expressly requested the Committee counsel to dis- 
continue the interviews temporarily until guidelines could be established 
and the Committee/expressly refused to do so. 


I told Wilderotter that this morning I received a call from 
John P. Mohr, former Assistant to the Director, who has broad knowledge 
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams 
Re: Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 


of FEI matters,in which Mohr told me that he has been called to be interviewed 
at 10:00 a.m. on Friday, May 9, 1975, at Room G-308 in the New Senate 
Office Building. Mark Gittenstein was identified as the interviewer. 

I told Wilderotter this concerned me because we have no basis on which 

to advise Mr. Mohr as to the appropriate guidelines that may be followed 


during the course of such an interview and in the absence of knowledge of 


the subject matter of the interview we have no way of counseling him as to 
sensitive areas that should be deferred for discussion with members of 
the Committee or with the Chairman of the Committee. 


Wilderotter said he understood myy concern but he saw no way 
in which the matter could be resolved in time for guidelines to be 
established for the Mohr interview. He told me he would work on the 
preparation of a position paper to be used by the White House and the 
intelligence community to establish a policy that could be discussed with 
the Committee. 


Inspector Hotis and I then at approximately 11:10 a.m. went 
to à conference already in session in the office of Assistant Attorney General 
Scalia attended by representatives of the CIA, Department of Defense, 
NSA, Department of State and the Department of the Treasury. The other 
agencies were advised of the results of the meeting with the Senate Select 
Committee staff on May 6, 1975, and a general discussion ensued as to 
the willingness of the agencies to agree to interviews in the absence of 
agency representatives. The representatives of the State Department, 
Mr. Hitchcock and Mr. Jennings, indicated that State was adamant that 
interviews would not be conducted in the absence of representatives. 


I spoke privately with Assistant Attorney General Scalia and 
advised him of my conversation with Wilderotter and of the fact that 
John Mohr had been called for interview on Friday, May 9, 1975. I 
told him of my great concern that Mohr's interview would be sensitive 
because of his broad knowledge of the Bureau and told him that it was 
essential that appropriate guidelines be developed concerning such inter- 
views as soon as possible. Scalia told me that he had just finished 
Speaking with Wilderotter and he »shared my concern. He then 
called Wilderotter and subsequently advised me that Wilderotter said 
that he, Wilderotter, would immediately contact Schwarz to request at 
postponement of the interview of John Mohr pending the establishment 
of guidelines. In the event he would be unsuccessful, Roderick Hills and 
Philip Buchen would discuss the matter with Senator Church and Senator Tower. 
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams 
Re: Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 


There was a general consensus of opinion at the meeting with the 
other agencies of agreeing that they would await the development of the 
position paper by Wilderotter. Walter Lloyd advised that another meeting 
with Sehwarz and the Committee staff would be scheduled for Thursday, 

May 8, 1975. 


Upon my return to my office, Wilderotter called me to report 
that he had been unsuccessful in having the Mohr interview postponed and 
further that Schwarz had advised him that he now feels that it would be 
inappropriate for agency representatives to be present at any interviews 
whether they concerned abuse or whether they concerned general matters, 
and further that he felt that it would be inappropriate for the agency to be 
advised of the subject matter prior to the interview. 


At that point, Mark Gittenstein joined the conversation with Schwarz & 
Wilderotter and advised Wilderotter that he intended to interview Mohr 
concerning "procedures and how paper moved in the Hoover days, " 
and this would constitute 90% of the interview. The remaining 10% of the 
interview would concern Hoover's "O.C. Files." Further Gittenstein 
mentioned that he was aware that John Mohr is the Executor of Mr. Tolson's 
estale and he may inquire concerning that matter. 


Wilderotter said that there would be no further contact with the 
Committee concerning the Mohr interview and that we should assume the 
Mohr interview will proceed as scheduled. He said that he would suggest 
the Bureau contact Gittenstein to discuss any further details regarding the 
subject matter of the interview of Mohr md that we consider discussing 
with Mohr prior to the interview matters that he should not discuss with 
Gittenstein. He also suggested that we debrief Mr. Mohr at the completion 
of the interview. 


I reminded Mr. Wilderotter that there are no guidelines by which 
the White House or the intelligence community or the Senate Committee have 
agreed that the FBI should make such arrangements with the witness. I 
told him that I thought that the F BI would be used as a test case both by 
the Committee and by the intelligence community if we undertook to 
negotiate such matters directly with Gittenstein. I told him that I thought 
that such direct negotiations would undermine the effectiveness of current 
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams 
Re: Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 


negotiations to establish broad guidelines with the concurrence of the 
Committee that could be used to effectively limit the scope and manner 

of interviews currently being conducted by staff investigators. I also 

told him that I thought it would put the Bureau in a most difficult 

posture because the intelligence community could well feel that the FBI 

had brought about the loss of the opportunity to have some effective 

control over Committee access to sensitive information by negotiating 

our own agreement with Gittenstein. I told him that certainly the Committee 
would use us as an example to other intelligence agencies and use our 
experience to their detriment in establishing limitations on the interviews. 


Mr. Wilderotter said that he understood my position and he 
would continue to work on the policy paper. He asked to be advised of the 
time the meeting is to be held with Schwarz on May 8, 197 9 nd I indicated 
I would so advise him on learning of it myself from J 1 
who is making the arrangements. I also suggested that it would be appropriate 
for Roderick Hills, Associate Counsel to the President, to be present at the 
meeting with Schwarz in order to have a greater chance of resolving these 
issues promptly. Wilderotter said that he agreed and would attempt to 
make arrangements for Mr. Hills to be present at the meeting. 





RECOMMENDATIONS: 


1. That the Bureau provide a representative to be available 
for consultation by Mr. Mohr as he may request on Friday, May 9, 1975, 
at 10:00 a.m., in Room G-308, New Senate Office ee 


L^ Lu, 7, A ce 
2. That until — à guide che are -— As d agreement 
between the Committee, the White House, and the intelligence community, the 
Bureau not undertake to counsel or debrief Mr. Mohr or any other witnesses 


concerning the subject matter of interview, pursuant to agreement with individual 
Staff interviewers. 
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams 
Re: Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 


RECOMMENDATIONS (CONT'D): 


3. That Inspector Hotis and I, if I am available, attend 
the meeting with Schwarz on Thursday, May 8, 1975. 


P uis 
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Wf Airtel Le Mr. D. W. Moore 

: e ^ 1^ Mr. E. W. Walsh 

ba -He3?75-7- ——v - 4/18/75 

CAT To: SAC, Buffalo (157-1681) l ' : 

8 PERSONAL ATTENTION 

pi From: Director, FBI -(157-27812) named 
` ` KARL EDWARD HAND,-JR. l = Mr, R, E. Gebhardt 

EXTREMIST MATTER = NATIONAL GUARD PART o(Mr. Je Go Kelly) 

(BUDED: 4/23/75) l^ Mr, J. A. Mintz 


(Mr. R, F, Olmert) 
1 ed Mr, J. G. Deegan 


ReBUairtel dated 4/11/75. l = Mr, H, O. Crega 
i L= Mr. W, D, Fallin 


A review of the copy of subjectis" Bitter. tb: Sivaeot 
Frank Church dated 4/8/75 and allegations contained therein 


- 
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Che concerning Agent personnel of your office- requires prompt EN 
GC be submission of affidavits in refutation of. those Sees e 
E o where facts sa warrant = \ 
E E sats 
ui 
= Accordingt yy and in view of he: Sires likelihood lW 
oe of early inquiry concerning these oer lens from Senator T 
E Church or other recipients “of subject's letter, appropriate "m 
ich affidavits should be drawn and submitted by airtel to FBIHQ n 
by the close of business 4/23/75, E 
In the event one or more of subject's allegations E 
cannot be refuted, you should make specific comment concerning = 
\c same in your airtel enclosing these affidavits. ` 
N . An extra copy of this communication is furnished 
: Buffalo for inclusion in its file SAREE the National 
Guard Party. 
Assoc. Dir, —__ L ud Pittsburgh ipo” ETT : 
Dep. AD Adm, — 
Dep. AD Inv. __ 
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Airtel to SAC, Buffalo 
RE: KARL EDWARD HAND, 38. 
157-27812 


NOTE: 





Subject is a former leader of the white hate 
National Socialist White Peoples Party in Buffalo, New York, 
-He presently heads an organization known as the National  , 
Guard Party (NGP), a neo-Nazi white hate organization which 
by its objeetives would deny certain minority groups of théir 
civil rights. Referenced airtel enclosed copies of a létter 
written by subject to Senator Frank Church (Democrat - Idaho) 
“of the United States Senate’ Select Committee to Study 
Governmental Operations with Respect to ng o ring Activities 
in which he makes complaint concerning the Bureau's investiga~ 
tion of his organization, himself, and with regard to the 
arrest of his coleader, William Edward Garrett, in connection 
with a Federal firearms violation. Subject's letter, copies 
of which were also directed to Senator John Tower (Republican + 
Texas) and to the Buffalo "Courier Express," a daily newspaper 
published in Buffalo, charges the FBI in Buffalo tapped his 
telephone as well as the telephones of NGP members and 
supporters; threatened to "frame" subject; threatened to 
"get" subject; attempted to bribe his personal friends; used 
"scare" tactics against friends, relatives, employees and 
businessmen who do the NGP organization's printing; threatened 
- to shoot subject's dogs during arrest of William Edward Garrett; 
and lied to NGP supporters and businessmen by indicating the 
NGP gfoup.was planning to blow up certain buildings, Subject's 
^ . Letter aliegés these activities are in direct violation of the 
; NGP organization's constitutional rights and reqvests Senator 
' Church conduct investigation concerning same, Appropriate 
instructions being directed to the Buffalo Division which, in 
referenced airtel, indicated Special Agents involved in the 
controversial arrest of Garrett have submitted memoranda 
categorically denying allegations concerning the arrest, Bureau 
. fiies contain no information to substantiate allegations of 
| . subject, 
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Airtel to SAC, Buffalo 
~ RE: KARL EDWARD HAND, JR. 
157-2784142 | 


" NOTE CONTINUED: 


This has been coordinated with SA R, F, Olmert 


of the Legal Counsel Division, Bureau deadline being imposed 


in view of the nature of the allegations made and current 
investigation into FBI operational activities by Senator 
Guess committee, 
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, Express" is a dailv newspaper published at Buffalo, New York. 
1 The letter is allegedly signed by KARL HAND, JR, Authenticity 
a of HANDS CT Ergyit activities confirmed in conversations 
DOWN Ge Office prior to receipt 
x ation of the Bureau, incident referred 
u^ ze enclosed letter refers to 
WS A7 nec 07? QEM 


Date:: 4/11/75 


Transmit the following in 





(Type in plaintext or code) 


AIRTEL AIR MAIL - REGISTERED MAIL ` 














10: 


aris: 
KARL EDWARD HAND, J R., aka dae ee 
EM - NGP 


(00: BUFFALO) OS En STU py En 


DIRECTOR, FBI (157-27812) 
SAC, BUFFALO (157-1681) (P) 


 J6D/L T 


Remylet, 1/23/75, captioned as above; report of 
SA ROBERT H. SHAW, 10/25/74, at Buffalc, and Buffalo airtel 
to Bureau, 10/31/74, both captioned "WILLIAM EDWARD GARRETT; 
EM - NSWPP; UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OR RECEIPT OF FIREARMS, 
00: PITTSBURGH." 


Enclosed for the Bureau are two (2) typewri 
copies and for Pittsburgh one (1) copy by Bureau sec 
of letter received by the Buffalo Division on 4/10/75; 
addressed to The Honorable FRANK D. CHURCH, U. S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C., dated 4/8/75, which is self-explanatory. 

e 





Buffalo unable to xerox because of poor quality of carbon copy 
' Bureau's attention is drawn to the letter’ s distri- 
Buffalo ' 


received. 


bution. For the information of the Bureau, 'Courier 


Original Filed In Ee 23913 aa LA 
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Special Agent in Cnarge 
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BU 157-1683 


the arrest of WILLIAM EDWARD GARRETT (Bureau file 157- 

224/71: Buffalo file 157-1388) by Bureau Agents at Buffalo, 
New Yorl on 10/23/74 at the residence of KARL HAND, 2213 
South Bailey Avenue, Buffalo, New York. GARRETT was arrested 
based on an authorized complaint and warrant at Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, charging GARRETT with violation of Title 18, 
Appendix, Section 1202(a)(1), USG, "Possession of a Firearm 
by a Convicted Felon", ft should be noted that KARL HAND 
isis not present at this arrest and GARRETT was alone in the 


In that arrest Buffalo advised the Bureau in 
referenced airtel, dated 10/31/74, of the items observed by 
Bureau Agents at time of arrest, which were as follows: 


The front windows and door of 2213 South Bailey 

Avenue are completely covered with chicken wire. There were 
two large German Shepherd dogs on the premises. Upon entering 
the residence a five-gallon can was observed behind the stove. 
with approximately six axe handles. In the upstairs bedroom 
there was a fully-loaded Stevens Model 77B 20-gauge shotgun, 
serial number unknown. In the downstairs bedroom there were 
several boxes of .22.ammunition and numerous loose 20-gauge 
shotgun shells. 


It is noted that memoranda have been prepared by 
the SAs who participated in this arrest of GARRETT on 
10/23/74, including SA ROBERT N. SHAW, wherein all categorically 
deny that any attempt was made to incite GARRETT into doing 
anything against his best interests. In addition, all SAs 
categorically deny any threat having been made to shoot dogs 
found on the premises. It is pointed out that GARRETT was 
alone in the house at the time of arrest and that at no time 
was KARL HAND present, . 07 


It is also pointed out for the information of the 
Buxeau. that on 11/7/74, U. S. Magistrate EDMUND F. MAXWELL, 
Buffalo, New York, released GARRETT and dismissed charge of 
violation ef Title 18, Appendix, Section 1202(a)(1), USC. 
However, on 11/8/74, the FGj, Western District of Pennsylvania 
(WDPA) at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, entered a true bill 
charging GARRETT with violation of Title 18, Appendix, 
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Section pu CN x USC and Title 18, Section 922(a)(6) 

, USC (State Firearms Control Assistance 
Act). Bond recommended by BUSA, pese was $35,000. 
cash or BOESEN ` "i s 


` GARRETT was again arrested by a team of Den 
led by SA ROBERT N. SHAW on 11/8/74, based on aforementioned 
indictment in WDPA, for Possession of a Firearm by a Convicted 
Felon and for violation of the State Firearms Control 
Assistance Act. At this time KARL HAND was present but the 
aforementioned arrest was effected on the sidewalk in front 
of 2213 South Bailey Avenue, Buffalo, New York, without 
RER ‘There were no dogs present at this time. 
` ` No ‘further action being baken by this Office in 
regards to the Letter of KARL BAND, 
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Director Sec'y __ 


This memorandum reports the results of anÁExecutive 
Committee Meeting of the Ad Hoc Coordinating—Group jon | Congression al 
Review for the Intelligence Community on 4/11/75. bei? 

The Executive Committee, hereinafter referred to as H | 
EXCOM, was chaired by Mr. W. E. Colby in his role as the Director o 
of Central Intelligence (DCI). Présent at the meeting were "3 
Mr. Roderick Hills, Counsel to the President; Mr. James Wilderotterh{ 
Associate Counsel to the President; Mr. Thomas K. Latimer, Special iM 
Assistant to the Secretary of Defense, as well as senior officials 
of State Department, National Security Agency (NSA), Office of 
Management and Budget, and the National Security Council. 
Mr. Antonin Scalia, Assistant Attorney General, was scheduled 
to represent the Department of Justice; however, due to a 
scheduling foul up Scalia never made the meeting. C 





The following matters of interest were discuss 
this meeting: 


SENATOR CHURCH'S: STATEMENT 


"The Washington Post" edition of 4/10/75 contained the  , 


“results of an interview with Senator Frank Church, Chairman of Ns 


the Senate Selecü Committee (SSC). According to this article, 

Church stated theACommittee reserves. the -right to make public e 
eventually any doctments it receives and is accepting nothing e 
with "Strings attached. Mr, Roderick Hills advised the EXCOM = 
that he and Mr. Wilderotter had a ‘meeting. with SSC Staff Director, E 
William Miller subsequent to the Church statement. Both Hills Gi 
and Wilderotter came away from.this meeting believing the p 
newspaper report was an overstaitement of Church's intent. i» 
Considerable discussion followed Mr. Hitlls' comments. Mr. Colby +" 
noted that by letter dated 3/11/75 to Senator Church he confirmed :, 
a previous conversation with Senator Church wherein the Senator 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
Re: Senstudy 75 


recognized that certain aspects of intelligence activities 
must receive special consideration and treatment (a copy of 
Colby's letter is attached). By letter dated 3/12/75, Senator 
Church confirmed the receipt of Colby's letter and again stated 
that in the event the SSC inquiry touches on such sensitive 
areas, Senator Church and Colby should discuss jointly what 
procedures should be followed (copy of Senator Church's letter 
is attached). 


Following the meeting Mr. Wilderotter advised me that 
the White House will prepare a letter to Senator Church recognizing 
that Congress can, at its discretion, declassify material it 
receives but strongly urging that such declassification action 
not be taken unilaterally by the Senate Select Committee without 
the approval of the agency originating the information. 
Wilderotter stated that the White House expected to speak for 
the Executive Branch with a strong voice and that individual 
agencies should take no action regarding the Church statement 
until the White House has had the opportunity to clear the air 
with Senator Church. 


SECRECY AGREEMENT AND: EMPLOYEE NOTICE 


Attached is a copy of a CIA employee bulletin dated 
3/12/75. This bulletin relieves CIA employees from the secrecy 
agreement should they be interviewed or should they have to 
testify before the SSC. At the EXCOM meeting Mr. Wilderotter 
suggested all agencies of the intelligence community employing 
a secrecy agreement prepare such an employee notice as well as 
a letter to Senator Church advising him that the individual 
agency was relieving their employees from the secrecy agreement. 
Mr. Colby charged the Security Committee of the United States 
Intelligence Board (USIB) with preparing a draft of such a 
bulletin and letter for the guidance of member agencies and 
departments. 


+ 
It is the opinion of Assistant Director Mintz ‘concurred ON 
by the Intelligence Division that a general letter to all 
employees from the Director releasing them from their obligation 
under the FBI employment agreement concerning secrecy for 
purposes of possible interviews by representatives of the Senate 


-2- CONTINUED - OVER 
































Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
Re: Senstudy 75 


Select Committee would be unwise. It cannot be predicted what 
level of FBI employee will be contacted for interview or whether 
any employee contacted would have sufficient factual knowledge 

in order to provide a full responsive reply to Committee questions. 
Moreover, an employee without a full understanding of the material 
being inquired about may not be aware of the sensitive nature of 
the answers. that might be given. 


As written, the employment agreement provides that 
the burden is on the employee to determine prior to disclosure — 
whether information may be disclosed and that the Director of 
the FBI is in a better position than the employee to make such 
a determination. Therefore, it is the opinion of Mr. Mintz and 
the Intelligence Division that if no general letter of release is 
issued to all employees, any member contacted for interview may 
rely upon the provisions of the employment agreement as guidelines © 
for his or her appropriate response. Specifically, such an 
employee would be obligated to bring to the attention of the 
Bureau any such request for an interview and in addition, he or 
she would be obligated to describe the general nature of the 
inquiry. At such time as request for interviews are made we will 
be in a better position to determine whether the employee is 
the appropriate person and to evaluate the sensitivity of the 
material in question. 


REVIEW OF WHITE HOUSE DOCUMENTS BY SENATORS CHURCH AND TOWER 


Mr. Hills advised that both Senators Church and Tower 
have tentatively agreed to review sensitive White House documents 
the SSC is interested in in White House space. They have tenta- - 
tively accepted the fact that should they believe such documents 
are necessary for retention in SSC files, they will accept a 
paraphrase of the original document. This arrangement has not 
been completely agreed to by Senators Church and Tower but 
Mr. Hills is hopeful such an arrangement can be worked out. 


` BRIEFING OF THE SSC BY THE INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY STAFF - 
Mr. Colby advised that during the week of 4/13/75 he 


and Mr. John Clarke, Associate Deputy to the Director of Central 
Intelligence for the Intelligence Community, will brief the Senate 





-3- CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
Re: Senstudy 75 





Select Committee staff on how the Director of Cental Intelligence 
manages the intelligence community. Later in the month, Colby 

is hopeful that those senators making up the Committee will also 
visit CIA Headquarters for a similar briefing. 


"KEY ISSUES 


My memorandum of 4/7/75 reporting the results of the 
last EXCOM meeting identified eleven key issues which the 
White House was particularly interested in (copy of the key 
issues attached). As reported in the 4/7/75 memorandum the FBI 
has been designated to prepare the paper entitled "Intelligence 
Files and Privacy." Mr. J. Dennis Miller, Legal Counsel Division, 
will prepare this paper. He will work with Mr. John Brock, 
Office of the Secretary of Defense, as well as Mr. Bob McBrien 
of Treasury. The White House is very interested in the preparation 
of these key issue papers and has asked that the person responsible 
for preparing each paper have ready a comprehensive outline as 
to how the paper will be constructed on the occasion of the next 
EXCOM meeting scheduled for Friday 4/18/75. 


"THIRD AGENCY RULE 


Attached herewith is a paper entitled "Third Agency 
Rule" prepared by CIA's General Counsél. It is designed to 
acquaint the intelligence community with a background of the 
third agency rule and to insure that all members of the community 
adhere to the third agency rule when responding to requests from 
the Select Committees of the Congress. It is to be noted 
Mr. Wilderotter expressed the hope that all agencies in the 
intelligence community will respond to a third agency request 
within a 48 hour deadline. Both the military and CIA felt such 
a short deadline was impossible but all indicated they would try 
to provide responses within 48 hours when clearance to pass 
information to the Select Committees of Congress under the 
third agency rule is requested. 


e A - CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall : 
Re: Senstudy 75 


INTERAGENCY REGISTRY 


Attached is a memorandum from Mr. Colby to all USIB 
principals dated 4/10/75 describing the establishment of a 
registry to insure that the community is kept informed as to 
materials which will formally be provided to the Select Committee 
by all elements of the intelligence community. The Colby 
memorandum notes that in order to make the registry useful it 
is essential that it include the following: 


File copies of documents or other materials which each 
intelligence community element provides to a Select Committee 
wherein the originating agency considers the material to involve 
aspects of community activities. (The Bureau would have very few 
items of this nature other than agreements or understandings 
the Bureau might have with other elements of the intelligence 
community.) - 


The second requirement of the registry is that an 
abstract of each response to a Select Committee be provided to 
the registry for its retention. The Bureau has already established 
a procedure for providing such abstracts to the registry. 


` RECOMMENDATIONS: 


l. In light of the Church statement in "The Washington 
Post" and the subsequent conversations the White House has or 
contemplates having with Senators Church and Towers. it is 
recommended that we continue to disseminate all responses to 
the SSC except in those sensitive matters that require close 
administrative control. In those instances it is recommended 
that we advise the Staff Director that such information responsive 
to their request is available at Bureau Headquarters and may be 

reviewed by himself or a senior staff member of the SSC. 


a Sc CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
Re: Senstudy 75 
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= 2. That Liaison Officer Frank Schwartz, the Bureau's 
representative on the Security Committee of USIB, present the 
Bureau's position regarding the issuance of an employee bulletin. 
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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20505 





$ 11 MAR 1575 ^ 
The Honorable Frank Church a ge 
Chairman 41 coh 
Select Committee to Study Governmental Me aa 5 
Operations with Respect to Intelligence T Von d 
Activities o UO 
United States Senate Su 


Washington, D. C. 20510 
Dear Mr. Chairman: 


This letter will confirm and reduce to writing some 
of the matters agreed upon at our recent meeting. 


At the outset, I should like to express my deep 
personal appreciation for the candor and helpfulness of 
you and Senator Tower in that meeting and for your 
sensitivity to the respective responsibilities under our 
Constitutional framework of the Select Committee and the 
Central Intelligence Agency in the area of your review. 
For my part, I should like to renew again, for myself and 
the CIA, my promise of cooperation with respect to the 
important work of the Select Committee. In my judgment, 

a spirit of good faith and cooperative eff is not only 
necessary to enable your Committee to di e its 
responsibilities fully and expeditiously, Dest is indeed in 
the best interests of the intelligence community as well. 

I am convinced that à responsible and thorough review of 
U.S. intelligence activities will serve to vindicate the 
CIA and enhance the public's understanding of the important 
contribution that the intelligence efforts of this nation 
can make toward the goal of preserving and strengthening 
our democracy. 
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I am particularly appreciative of your recognition 
that certain sensitive aspects of our intelligence 
/activities must receive special consideration and treatment 
by the Select Committee in the course of your work. As we 
discussed, such matters as the identities of our sensitive 
Sources, the material provided to us by cooperating foreign 
intelligence services, the details of technical devices and 
Systems and of operational methods, the identities of certain 
„Of our employees who could be targets of kidnapping or 
assassination, the identities of American citizens and 
organizations who have cooperated with U.S. intelligence, and 
Some additional materials the public disclosure of which would 
create serious foreign policy or national security problems, 
Should be protected not only from exposure, but indeed from 
the risk of exposure. We should also work together to protect 
ertàin other information which, if improperly disclosed, 
"night impair the privacy rights4of individuals. Where these 
' kinds of considerations are present, I anticipate that appro- 
priate understandings can be arrived at to avoid the risk of 
exposing such matters dnd at the same time to satisfy the 
Select Committee's need for a full understanding of our 
activities. 


As I stated to you, employees of the Central Intelligence 
Agency will be available to the Select Committee for staff 
interviews and for testimony. As we have discussed, this 
might require, in some circumstances, special arrangements to 
protect the identity of particular employees whose physical 
safety or future career might be placed in jeopardy by exposure. 
I anticipate that suitable safeguards can be established to 
avoid such dangers. I assume the Committee will make its own 
arrangements with respect to ex-employees as to whom I no 
longer have the authority to direct their cooperation. However, 
I am available for whatever assistance I can provide in this 
regard. 


As you are aware, all employees of the Central Intelligence 
Agency are required to sign a secrecy agreement when they enter 
on duty. This is a condition of employment, and it requires 
that they keep forever sit all classified information gained 
during the course of the employment. The secrecy agreement 
further requires that th vay not disclose classified informa- 
tion,either orally or by publication, without prior authoriza- 
tion from the Director of Central Intelligence. Under the 
Secrecy agreement, an employee's obligations with respect to , 
the protection of classified information continue after his 
employment with the CIA has been terminated. 
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It is my desire that the secrecy agreements signed by 
our employees shall not impair the necessary work of the 
Select Committee. To accomplish this, and in recognition 
of the security protection contemplated by the Select 
Committee, I have determined that disclosuxe of otherwise 
protected information to the Select Committee or its designated 
staff members will constitute an authorized provision of infor- 
mation within the meaning of the secrecy agreements. This 
letter may be used to indicate such authorization for any 
Agency employee or ex-employee to furnish information to 
the Select Committee or appropriate staff members on matters 
which would otherwise be covered by their secrecy agreement, 
but which are not among the particularly sensitive matters 
such as mentioned above. With respect to those particularly 
sensitive matters, different procedures are obviously neces- 
Sary. Accordingly, where any matter included in these sensi- 
tive categories would be involved in responding to the Com- 
mittee, the employee should express his concern and, if 
possible, propose a way of responding to the Committee witnout 
exposing such sensitive details. If the Committee believes 
that a disclosure of those aspects is nevertheless necessary, 
the matter will be discussed between the Committee and the 
Agency. I am prepared to consult with the Committee at any 
time to avoid difficulties in this area and quickly determine 
together the appropriate course of action to be taken. 

With the good faith evident in our discussions on these 
matters, I believe that these arrangements will enable me to 
discharge my responsibilities to protect intelligence sources 
and methods from unauthorized disclosure, while at the same 
time to provide the Select Committee with all the information 
it needs to accomplish its task. 


As we have agreed, it is in the national interest as well 
as that of the Select Committee and the U.S. intelligence 
community to ensure that your review proceed as smoothly and 
as expeditiously as possible. Toward that end, I have in- 
structed all CIA personnel to respond in a spirit of coopera- 
tion. 


Sincerely, 






W. E. Colby 
Director 
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THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505 
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10 April 1975 ob ` 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: USIB Principals ~ pats 
SUBJECT: Community Aspects of Inputs to Congressional 


Committees Investigating Intelligence 


l. The Intelligence Community Staff, with John M. Clarke, 
Associate Deputy/IC, as my representative in these matters, will 
keep the Board and other appropriate officials advised as to 
progress of the investigations conducted by the Senate and House 
Select Committees investigating intelligence activities. In particular, 
it will ensure that we are kept informed as to materials which are 
formally being provided to the Select Committees by all elements 
of the Community. The USIB Ad Hoc Group will assist on this 
matter and provide the mechanism for regular and constant communi- 
cations. 


2. In response to this assignment, the Intelligence Community 
Staff is establishing a registry for documentation relating to the 
investigations. This registry will be a source of reference of all 
responses, testimony, et cetera, provided by USIB agencies and 
available to your designated representatives. 


3. In order to make the registry useful to the Board, it is 
essential that it include: 


a. File copies of documents or other materials which 
each Intelligence Community element provides to one of the 
Select Committees where the originating agency^considers 
the materials to involve aspects of Community activities, - 
and/or which may result in follow-on queries concerning. 
the functioning of the Community. The availability of this 
documentation will be of particular importance if it is 
expected there will be subsequent inquiries relating to the 
materials provided and involving elements of the Community 
other than the originating element. 











b. An abstract of each formal input to a Select 
Committee - unless the Intelligence Community registry 
is provided with an actual copy of the material itself. 

A proposed format for such abstracts is attached. 


Attachment; 
As stated 
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EMPLOYEE 
BULLETIN 


No. 442 12 March 1975 


Senate Select Committee To Review 
aS U.S. Intelligence Activities 


Senate Resolution 21 established a Select Committee of the 
Senate to review U.S. intelligence activities. The Resolution calls 
for a comprehensive review of the total U.S. intelligence effort 
and is not restricted to the recent charges and allegations against 
CIA alone. Consequently, it is likely to be far-ranging in its impact. 


It is in all of our interests to see that the Select Committee 
receives full understanding of our activities and their contribution 
to the country as expeditiously as possible. I have every confidence 
that the inquiry willbe responsible, and constructive, and will pro- 
duce new understanding of, and improvements in, the American 
intelligence system. 


It is with this conviction that I have pledged my personal coop- 
eration and that of the CIA. I have advised Senators Church and Tower, 
the Committee Chairman and Vice Chairman, that employees of the 
CIA will be available to the Select Committee for Staff interviews and 
for testimony. We are working with the Committee Staff to design 
procedures to facilitate their work in examining topics of concern. 


Attached to this bulletin is a letter which I have sent to Senator 
Church. To facilitate the necessary work of the Committee and in 
recognition of the security protection contemplated by the Committee, 

I have determined that disclosure of otherwise protected information 

to the Select Committee or its designated Staff members will constitute 
authorized provision of information within the meaning of the Secrecy 
Agreements signed by each CIA employee, subject to the special proce- 
dures and limitations set forth in the letter regarding particularly 
sensitive matters. Senator Church has agreed that reference to sensi- 
tive data in any Committee report will be subject to consultation between 
the Committee and the Agency. 





















The cooperative spirit of our relationship with the Committee 
and its Staff must at the same time take account of the rights of 
Agency employees. The Committee Staff has agreed to advise 
employees of their Constitutional rights at the beginning of any 
interview or other appearance. 


When a current Agency employee is selected to be interviewed 
by the Select Committee Staff, the Staff Director or Chief Counsel 
will normally notify Mr. John M. Clarke, who is my principal 
liaison with the Committee and its Staff. Mr. Clarke, in turn, will 
notify the employee. The purpose of this is in no way to inhibit the 
work of the Committee. It is intended to allow time for the employee 
to gain general legal guidance if he wants it, and to obtain security 
guidance from an appropriate senior officer. 


My own belief is that after a careful review of all U.S. intelli- 
gence activities, the Committee will address needed legislative 
changes and will reaffirm their confidence in the importance and 
contribution of U.S. intelligence programs. 





W. E. Colby 
Director 


Attachment: a/s 


DISTRIBUTION: ALL EMPLOYEES 
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..inadequacy of present classification 
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Economic Intelligence and National Security -- 


new discussion. 


Covert Action and the Law, 


The Intelligence Budget -- open, block or 
closed -- notional procedures for handling 
past, present and future. 


Joint Congressional Oversight Committee 
for Intelligence. 


GAO and the Audit Authorities of U.S. 
Intelligence Agencies. 


Confidential Funds Authorities, Contingency 
Reserves, Legal Base, History and Use. 


Cover for Foreign Intelligence Actions, 
Legal and Administrative Issues, 


J 
Intelligence Files and Privacy. 


The "fact of" question -- 
international, legal and political 
considerations. 


"Sources and Methods" Legislation. 


An additional issue (identified by l 
Mr. Hills) address -- adequacy or 


E 
b (A 


Eau rr 


Names are to be forwarded ASAP, 





Page 122 


poet OSD 


x BY Msc ` drafting a 





eon M 


SEES ED 


I 


tee, 
CIA 


CIA VOSD_ 


OMB - 
CIA and OSD 
CIA and OSD 


CIA and OSD 


(3 (- Min fz 
Ce geler it Cie 


CIA and State 


FBI and OSD 


FR 


State 
OMB and Justice 


Legal Office, 
Justice, was 
assigned the 
initial respon- 
sibility of 


paper with 
inputs from the 
Agencies, 





| 
i 
[ 
1 


MM 


E 


Ae 


or & 


va 
OR 


HW 55075 Doold: 32989532 Fage 123 











4 
r 


M x 







FER 
ee Si FRANK CHURCH, IDAHO, CHAIRMAN 
JOHN G, TOWER, TEXAS, VICE CHAIRMAN 
PHILIP A, HART, MICH. HOWARD H, BAKER, JR., TENN, 
WALTER F. MONDALE, MINN. BARRY GOLDWATER, ARIZ. 
WALTER D. HUDDLESTON, KY. CHARLES MCC, MATHIAS, JR., MD. 
ROBERT MORGAN, N.C. RICHARD S, SCHWEIKER, PA. 


GARY HART, COL. "leie Dlates Senate 


WILLIAM G. MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR 


SELECT COMMITTEE TO 
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 


(PURSUANT To 5. RES. 21, TH CONGRESS) 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 


March 12, 1975 


Mr. William E. Colby 

Director of Central Intelligence 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, D.C. 20505 


Dear Mr. Colby: 


On behalf of the Senate Select Committee To Study Governmental 

Operations With Respect to Intelligence Activities, I want to thank 
4 your for your letter of March 11, and the copy of the Employee Bulletin 
you have issued to all CIA employees. As we jointly recognize, in 
order for the Committee to carry out a thorough inquiry, in accordance 
with the mandate contained in 8. Res. 21, the Agency's full cooperation 
will be necessary. Your recognition that our mandate authorizes all, 
past and present, agency employees to cooperate fully, and without 
impediment dué to secrecy agreements, will serve to facilitate our 
expeditious collection of material relative to that mandate. 


"y 


I particularly appreciate your statement recognizing our security 
precautions. As you know, your staff was very helpful to the Committee's 
staff in designing those precautions., 


„The Staff Director and the Chief Counsel will, under the direction 
of the Committee, notify Mr. John Clarke of the members of the Committee 
who have been designated to carry out studies, inquiries and investigations 
required to meet the tasks specified in S. Res. 21. 


It is the Committee's understanding that the members of the Committee 
and designated staff will have access to any and all information which 
the Committee determines is necessary for its inquiry. We recognize, 
however, that the Committee inguiry may touch on sensitive areas, such 
as the.identity of CIA personnel, sources, or cooperating organizations 
whose disclosure could place persons in actual jeopardy. In the event 
that the Committee inquiry touches on such sensitive areas, which matters 

V we have already discussed in our meeting of February 27, we should discuss 
jointly, and as you suggest quickly, what procedures might be followed 
should the Committee decide it requires more information in these specific 
areas. 


ÉP m "—— EN yoo 





Mr. William Colby 
Page Two 
March 12, 1975 


I welcome these first steps in close cooperation and hope that 
it forecasts an expeditious and thorough inquiry that will result in 
the strengthening of our nation's intelligence activities under the 


law. 4 
S ey ^ 9g2. 


ef d 
A Frank Church 
Chairman 
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10 April 1975 


The Third Agency Rule 


1. As early as November 1953, the third agency rule was included 
in Executive Order 10501, which has now been revoked. Section 7(c) 
prohibited the dissemination of "classified defense information originating 
in another Depariment or agency" to an agency "outside the receiving 
Department or agency without the consent of the originating Department 
or agency." The only exception to this rule is that dissemination may be 
made under the authority of Section 102 of the National Security Act. This 
section authorizés the Director of Central Intelligence "to correlate and 
evaluate intelligence relating to the national security, and provide for the 
appropriate dissemination of such intelligence within the Government using, 
where appropriate, existing agencies and facilities." 

2. Historically, the responsibility of the Director of Central Intelli- 
gence to disseminate intelligence has referred to "finished intelligence. d 
This product is the end result of contributions from members of the Intelli- 
gence Community. Therefore, in this situation the finished product is a` 
homogenous product and therefore the approval for further dissemination 
beyond the receiving agency must come from the Director of Central 
Intelligence. 


3, Executive Order 10501 was superseded by Executive Order 11652 
which became effective 1 June 1972. This Executive order did not specifically 
cover the third agency rule. However, it does provide the following controls: 
Sec. 9. Special Departmental Arrangements. The originating Department or ` 
other appropriate authority may impose, in conformity with the provisions of 
this order, special requirements with respect to access, distribution and 
protection of classified information and material, including those which 
presently relate to communications intelligence, intelligence sources and 
methods and cryptography. 


4, In anticipation of the implementation of Executive Order 11652, a 
directive was issued on May 17, 1972 entitled "National Security Council 
Directive Governing the Classification, Downgrading, Declassification and 
Safeguarding of National Security Information." 'This directive does not 
contain the term "third agency rule" but does have four subsections which 
relate to procedures which are similar to what historically had been called 
the third agency rule. These sections are: 


A.(2) Determination of Need-to-Know. In addition to a 
security clearance, a person must have a need for access to 
the particular classified information or material sought in 
connection with the performance of his official duties or 
contractual obligations. The determination of that need shall 
be made by officials having responsibility for the classified 
information or material. 
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D. Consent of Originating Department to Dissemination by 
Recipient. Except as otherwise provided by Section 102 of the 
National Security Act of 1947, 61 Stat. 495, 50 U.S.C. 403, 
x classified information or material originating in one Department 
shall not be disseminated outside any other Department to which 
it has been made available without the consent of the originating 
Department. i 


E. Dissemination of Sensitive Intelligence Information. 
Information or material bearing the notation "WARNING NOTICE -- 
SENSITIVE INTELLIGENCE SOURCES AND METHODS INVOLVED" 
shall not be disseminated in any manner outside authorized 
channels without the permission of the originating Department 
and an assessment by the senior intelligence official in the 
disseminating Department as to the potential risk to the national 
security and to the intelligence sources and methods involved, 


F. Restraint on Special Access Requirements. The establish- 
ment of special rules limiting access to, distribution and 
protection of classified information and material under Section 9 
of the Order requires the specific prior approval of the head of 
a Department or his designee. 


5. Examples of the application of the third agency rule are: 


(a) In a national security estimate, contributions are 
received from all members of the Intelligence Community, then 
disseminated to members of the community under the authority 
of the DCI. Recipients may not disseminate the estimate outside 
the Intelligence Community without the approval of the DCI; 


(b) A CIA intelligence report disseminated to the State 
Department may not be sent by the State Department to the 
Department of Commerce without the permission of the CIA; 


(c) Information which the CIA furnishes the President's 
Commission may not be disseminated to other agencies or to the 
A Congress without the concurrences of CIA. Thus, a request 
from the Congress to the Commission for CIA information should 
be referred to CIA for action so that the necessary protection of 
the information can be insured; 
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(d) If the Navy Department discusses one of its operations 
with CIA, CIA may not include information about that operation 
in papers it disseminates to other agencies unless it has 
received the permission of the Navy Department. The distinc- 
tion here is that a Navy operation would not be considered part 
of the finished intelligence mechanism and therefore would 
not fall within the statutory authority of CIA to disseminate 
intelligence; 


(e) If a State/DOD joint cable is disseminated to CIA, CIA 
may not send the information to the FBI until CIA has received 
the concurrence of both State and DOD, 
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TO SACS ALEXANDRIA " 


BALTIMORE 
NEU HAVEH PERSONAL ATTENTION 
NEWARK ` 
OMAHA, l - Mr. J. A. Mintz ; 
i - m P P pound 
n 2. p - “ HI. Vie e regar 
FROM DIRECTOR FBI (62-116395) 1 - Mr. S, F. Phillips 


Suerg 75 
g9 


CAPTIONED MATTER PERTAINS TO BUREAU'S HANDLING OF REQUESTS . 














A je : A 
SH d COLMMECTION WITH WORK OF THESE COMMITTEES, STAFF MEMBERS MAY E 
A Nw WN | 1 
A ré, INTERVIEW CURRENT AND FORMER FBI EMPLOYEES, THE SENATE SELECT A 

UC € 
> ice «x COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF HAS ALREADY INTERVIEWED SOME FORMER 3 
a WO. 
SUN EMPLOYEES. NEWARK TELETYPE APRIL 30 LAST "ADMINISTRATIVE A 
ES 
E = INQUIRY; 1964 DEMOCRATIC PARTY NOMINATING COMVENTION, B 
ex ATLANTIC CITY, WEY JERSEY," REPORTED ADVICE FROM FORMER B 
N 
“e a 
C SS v SPECIAL. AGENT JOHN P. DEVLIN THAT HE HAD BEEN INTERVIEWED BY 
<3, Ñ 
: Y T MICHAEL T. EPSTEIN, SSC STAFF MEMBER, i NG A S PART 
d EN P iu REC. GA MET ped onu 
Assoc. Dir, 5 
pell d Personnel File of Each Former SA 
e rus eh MS 
Asst. Dir i — : * d E IA e 
ae dio) Ji" um dei He | 
nales o SEPiekuckl eta zE KOT i | 
GER P:ekociklA) SEE KOTE PAGE muan 5 cd 
Gan. Inv. _ H 
Ident. geg à E k 
Wapectihue os €. S FEDERAL BUREAU. OF INVESTIGATION U E 
mat Je j / (^ E. SOMAUNICATIONS SECTION g 
Plan. & Eval. — EP, P pe vi S 
M Ee P PAR MAY 0 2 1975 
een S May 16 1978 am 11 0909 
Tete to d —— MAIL BOOM j ‘TELETYPE UNIT TEL ETYER ` 
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CUDÉCATED ABOVE AND ALSO FURNISH BUREAU ANY INPQRMATION DEVLIN e 


TELETYPE TO SACS, ALEXANDRIA ET AL 


RE: SENSTUDY 75 
62-116395 


IN FBI'S ACTIVITIES AT DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION, ATLANTIC CITY, 
AUGUST 22-28, 1964. 





SET OUT BELOW ARE NAMES AND LAST KNOW ADDRESSES OF FORMER 






BUREAU AGENTE SIGHED TO SPECIAL SQUAD AT ATLANTIC CITY, 
EACH OF THESE FORMER AGENTS IS TO BE IMMEDIATELY 
CONTACTED AMD ALERTED THAT THEY MIGHT BE APPROACHED BY THE ssc 
STAFF, THEY ARE HOT, REPEAT NOT, TO BE ADVISED OF THE AREA (RICH 
MAY BE COVERED IN ANY INTERVIEW OF THEM BY THE SSC. THEY aen, ` 
HOWEVER, BE TOLD THAT IN THE EVENT THEY ARE INTERVIEWED AUD were 
THE COURSE OF SAME, QUESTIONS ARE ASKED WHICH RELATE TO SENSITIVE 
BUREAU OPERATIONS, THEY CAN REQUEST THAT AN FBI AGENT BE PRESENT. 
acts WITH THESE FORMER AGENTS TO BE HANDLED PERSONALLY BY 
SAC OR ASAC, IN THE EVENT THIS NOT FEASIBLE FOR JUST CAUSE, TO 
BE HANDLED BY A SENIOR SUPERVISOR. 

IMMEDIATELY AFTER CONTACT, RESULTS SHOULD BE FURNISHED BUREAU 
BY TELETYPE IN ABOVE CAPTION, IF A FORMER AGEGT NO LONGER IN 
YOUR TERRITORY OR TEMPORARILY AWAY, SET OUT IEAD TO OTHER OFFICE 
IMMEDIATELY WITH COPY TO FBIHQ. 


WENARK SHOULD INCLUDE RECONTACT WITH DEVLIN FOR PURPOSE 


MAY HAVE FURNISHED YOUR OFFICE Ii ADDITION TO THAT IN YOUR TELETYPE. 


-Zu 
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TRLETYPE IO SACS, ALEXANDRIA KT AL 
RE: SENSTUDT 75 
62-1163095 e" 


ALEXANDRIA: HAROLD T. LEINBAUGH, 1643 BORIH VAN DORK, 
ALEXANDRIA. WILLIAM P. GEOAGE, 8338 WAGON WHKEL ROAD, ALEXANDRIA 
BALTIMORE: DONALD G. HANHING, 18 OXFORD STREET, CHEVY CHASE 
HEN MAVEN: HOBSON H. ADCOCK, 65 GLENBROOK ROAD, STAMFORD, 
CONNECTICUT. 
NERARK: LEO SHOMAS CLARK, 1421 ATLANTIC AVENUE, 
ATLANTIC CITY, JOHN PATRICK DEVLIN, 39 BENNINGTON ROAD, 
LIVINGSTON, MEW JERSEY. HOWARD J. WILSON, 30 CAMPBELL ROAD, 
SHORT HILLS, NEV JERSEY. 
: | OMAHA: JOHN J. QUINN, IONA LAN ENFORCEMENT ACADEMY, 
JONNSTON, 19A | 


NOTE: Addresses are most recent available in personnel files 
- of these former Agents, The Newark teletype mentioned was sent 


up with an informative note advising that we had checked with 

Mr, James Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to the President, and 

he i«eterposed no objection to our contacting former Agents who 

saízcicjeated in the special squad we had at Atlantic City in 

8/64 and advising them they might be approached for interview 

‘by the SSC. Assistant Director Mintz concurred in the Intelligence 

Division recommendation that we, on approval, contact the former 
ents as indicated in this outgoing teletype. Deputy Associate 

Director J. B. Adams advised of his agreement with this recommen- 

dation and for instructions to go forward to the field. 


Howard J. Wilson, one of the former Agents designated 
to be contacted, resigned for family reasons after being censured, 
suspended, placed on probation, and transferred for unsatisfactory 
Work performance detected during an inspection of the Newark Office. 
However, there is no evidence in his personnel file suggesting 
Wilson is hostile to the Bureau and the INID believes he should be 
included among those former Agents to bec@ontacted. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Pepe 


Memorandum AP 








Adgtin. 
Comp. Syst. 
Ext. Affairs 


: Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 49-75 l Files & Com. — 


ALL BOOP arron CONTAINED 











E " 
prom : Legal Counsel Léi P sm res IFIED P7 Tea, 
iV Qu Se 24.0) BISP- AL ae Wa a 
"i 2x i " Le r boat 


SUBJECT: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 





Nr. SP tan. &Edal. — 
$ Spec. Inv. — 
" Training 





ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 


Telephone Rm. — 


Director Sec'y — 

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE [ Le 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES Alv. x b 
During various contacts with William Miller, Staff Director of M 
the Senate Select Committee, and Congressman Lucien Nedzi (D-Mich. ), NS 
Chairman of the House Select Committee, the question has come up regarding S 
the need for a check of the private offices of individual Committee Members to ci 
assure the absence of any electronic listening devices. The Committee NS 


personnel have been told that we consider this absolutely essential and they 
agreed. 





In exploring this matter, it was determined that the Capitol 
Police Department recently has established a special unit to handle all types 
of security problems within the Capitol Hill complex, including checks for 
electronic listening devices. Personnel of this unit have received extensive v) 
training, ome from CIA.) The operations of the unit are controlled through x 


the Serggants at Arms of fhe House ands and Sengie S fon " jos, wll, Ce ec"? Abe NE 
A titio zn 
This matter has been GE with Robert ough: Deputy p 







Sergeant at Arms of the Senate, and with Kenneth Harding, Sergeant at Arms EE 
of the House. Hough advised that the special unit already has conducted com- ` 
plete security surveys of the new office space of the Senate Select Committee SS 
and certainly will perform any other checks of this type needed by the Committee A 
or its individual Members. He said, in fact, that since they now have this vel 


this function. Hough said he already has been in contact with Miller regarding ^ ` 
the necessary security ch MCN stated he willlet us know wher th gy pitig es, nf : 
the Senate Select Committee een checked. He said their rules miles require 
specific requests from the individual Members in ES -l T 
1 - Mr. Adams weno bA - TI PZ GE gee” 
1 - Mr. Wannall A ` f - on. jd if SED 
1 - Mr. White S anm 1- Mr. Bowers 


1- Mr. Mintz y 11 090 


BI 
capability they would oppose any outside agency coming on to the BOL to perform P S 
) 








DWB:kjs (9) 


CONTINUED - OVER 
TI, MAY 14 1975, * 


SEE ADDENDUM PAGE TWO br 
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams Memo 
RE: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 
HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 


This matter was discussed with Congressman Nedzi on 4-9-5, 
and he stated he would promptly contact Mr. Harding to work out the necessary 
arrangements for security checks needed by his Committee and its Members. 


Harding has promised to let us know when the checks of the House Select Committee 
Members have been completed. 


All contacts concerning this matter have been handled by 
Inspector Bowers who will continue to follow this situation with Senate 
Sergeant at Arms, William Wannall, or his Deputy; House Sergeant at Arms 
Harding; Mr. Miller of the Senate Select Committee; and Congressman Nedzi. 


RECOMMENDATION: 


For information. 


ple A a 


ADDENDUM: INTELLIGENCE DIVÍSION  WOC:ekw 4/14/75 


On 4/11/75 the Executive Committee of the Ad Hoc 
Coordinating Group on Congressional Review for the Intelligence 
Community was apprised of the discussions with Mr. Robert Hough, 
the Deputy Sergeant at Arms of the Senate and with Mr. Kenneth 
Harding, Sergeant at Arms of the House. Although the Executive 
Committee would have preferred’ the FBI to conduct audio sweeps, 
they interposed no objection to the sweeps being handled by the 
Capitol Police Department. Mr. Roderick Hills, Counsel to the 
President, requested, however, that both Mr. Hough and Mr. Harding 
be requested to periodically advise the FBI as to the sweeps of 
Committee space for electronic listening devices. Specifically, 
Mr. Hough and Mr. Harding should be asked to furnish the FBI the 
following: How frequently they will conduct a counteraudio sweeps; 
what offices will be swept, will the results of such sweepsbe 
furnished the FBI, and will the FBI be immediately notified GERS 


the Capitol Police aed an electronic listening device? e 


D 
2s y^ E wn Wal 
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INFORMATIVE NOTE 


Date ___ 3/5/75 


Attached teletype reports results of 
contacts by Newark Office with three formey 
Bureau Agents to alert them they might be 
contacted by staff of Senate Select Commit 
tee on Intelligence Activities (SSC). 
Former SA Leo Clark (e.o.d. 1/11/43; 
retired 2/1/65; Sr. RA, Atlantic City, 

New Jersey, 1944 to retirement) was bellig 
erent concerning our contact of him. He 
had previously testified before Watergate 
Committee regarding 1964 Democratic Conven 
tion in Atlantic City and gave same infor- 
mation to SSC Staff Members 4/17/75. 
(Clark was one of Agents on FBI special 
squad at Atlantic City during convention). 


ACTION: 


Copy of -this teletype being placed in 
personnel file. of former SA Clark for due 
consideration should interview of him be 
entertained in the future. 


EN 4 WE of 


L - General Investigative Division 
1 - Inspection Division 
Wii 


2 
SFP:1fj Y 


DOJ/FBI 
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[ TO DIREC (621183953 "- £P : ETYPE 


YR i T1» 
FROM NEWARK qo et i sia ESTE Pas 


SENSTUDY 7 TAXE, ila 






Comp, Syst. ` 
Ext. Affairs .... | 
Files & Com. m. } 




































Training 1 
Legel Coun ...... | 
Telephone Rm .. i 
. Director Ber 
Marty yiaee edad veg rt TAS UNS AREE E 


FORMER SA, LEO THOMAS CLARK CONTACTED MAY, 2, 1975, BY SAC 


n 
Zt 


292 
RE: BUREAU TELETYPE TO ALEXANDRIA, “MAY 2, 1975. 












PAUL Je MOHR AND HE WAS TOLD HE MIGHT BE INTERVIEWED BY THE SSC(se vme dy 
Ceórhh T 
STAFF MEMBERS AND THAT IF QUESTIONS WERE ASKED WHICH RELATED TO (f. 
b 


—^ | 


SENSITIVE BUREAU OPERATIONS HE COULD REQUEST THAT AN FBI AGENT 
BE PRESENT. CLARK VOLUNTEERED HE WAS SUBPOENAED BEFORE WATERGATE 
‘COMMITTEE AND TESTIFIED. ALL THIS MATTER WAS REPORTED IN PRESS. 
| ALSO VOLUNTEERED THAT ON APRIL 17, 1975, HE WAS INTERVIEWED SH 
BE bMMITTEE STAFF MEMBERS IN WASHINGTON, D.C. ON SAME MATERIAL RE- 

S3 UARDING 1964 DEMOCRATIC PARTY NOMINATION CONVENTION. . STAFF 

| in WERE MICHAE Lesen MONK € GXTERSTEIN, pcm 


WIE os EEO HS 
ID THEY HAD ALL OF HPS PREVIOUS TESTIMONY AND WENT OVER SAME, 


ER rem 





E 


PEAS 


“MATERIAL. AT THE END OF THE CONVERSA T EA A RK € BELIGERAN 
STATING HE.ONLY TOLD THE TRUTH REGARDING HIS T E See, 
BUREAU AND ADVISED THE BUREAU TO DO THE SAME, HE WANTED %0 MANOW7 1975 ) 
. UHAT ASSISTANCE AN AGENT COULD RENDER TO HIM AND WHO INS TREGT Eë zer 
THAT HE BE CONTACTED AND FOR WHAT REASON, CLARK WAS ADVISED WE 
MERELY INTENDED TO ASSIST HIM AND HE COULD ACCEPT IT OR NOT, 

FORMER SA, HOWARD J. WILSON, SHORT HILLS, Nedas ALERTED B 


ee Semte sus Oe Pr Mop suse 





"A, — 17 3 18 


C7. 334-00 ¥ Pini feo, | 
Rau) Ee rere i] | 


/ 















PAGE TWO 
ASAC WILLIAM BAILEY PER RETEL AND WAS APPRECIATIVE AND STATED 
HE HAD NOT BEEN CONTACTED BUT WOULD ADVISE THE NEWARK OFFICE IF 


me 






CONTACTED IN THE FUTURE. 









FORMER SA, JOHN PATRICK DEVLI E VINGSTON, Nede, CONTACTED 
BY ASAC WILLIAM BAILEY AND ALERTED PER RETEL AND STATED HE HAD 
NO ADDITIONAL INFORMATION OTHER THAN SET FORTH IN NEWARK TELETYPE 


Gaas 30 LAST. 





HOLD FOR FOUR 
MAH FBIHQ ACK FOR ONE 
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1,- Mr. J. A. Mintz 


SV - ` 1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall 
a. yar May 2, 1975 


1 - Mr. V. 0. Cregar 
NT ` ORAL TEFORMATION PROVIDED TO THE „|. n 
gs SS ` SENATE SELECT COMMITIER (SSC) E Be ee EES 
kor SY IHVESTIGAYINC INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 


“wel, SUBJECT: Martin Luther King, Jr. 


2. WIENESS' ORGANIZATION: Me. Lish Whitson, 
retired Special Agent, FBI 


3. CLASSIFICATION OF INFORMATION: Unclassified 
fs 
4. SUMMARY OF CONTENT: F4. 
Y ad 
Mr, Whitson vas questioned and furnished information 
concerning the former FBI investigation of Martin Luther King, Jr. 


5. DATE OF TTERVIEW AND BEFORE WHOM: 
Interview conducted by Mr. Michael Epstein, Staff 


Member, SSC, in person 4/23/75; supplemented by information . . 
Epstein obtained from Whitson telephonically 4/24/75. et st 


OBDED COPY FILED IN 
"aid Cn Joli?» - 


"7 
2 
a d 
Ent 
as 
M 


623 -IlG 29.7 RAN 
7. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY FEI Tione. 


io MAY 181879 i 


annem! i E 
— NEM gebe e 


Te ee cg e a A ee ae 
gi 3 


62-116395 
Assoc. Di. 1 = 100-106670 (Martin Luther King, Jr.) 


Dep. AD Adm; 4- S 


GEN Y éi f a 
papse. E = 67-29405 (Personnel File Retired SA Lish Whitson) d ur 1 


Asst. Dir.: 


Uc. SEPrelwe Jj 


i 
a 


Q^ "ox E 
Ext. Affairs - (10) , er" . l P E Ch Aë E 
Gon a NOTE: Original: via liaison to Cétitral Community Index in 
SS —. eonnection with Senstudy 75. Memorandum from W. R. Vannall to Hig 


me... J. B. Adams 4/23/75 "Senstudy 75; Former Supervi:or Lich Whitcon, | ae 
Lon Assigned Intelligence Division," recommended, and it vas approved, . 
that an Abstract would be provided for the records of the Central ` 


Spec. ]nv. 
wc, Gommanity Index concerning the interview of Whitson by the SSC, 


Legal Coun. seess 








Telephone Rm. n 4 " 
Dinggtor Seel, a Kai OOM {TELETYPE UNIT C GPO 954-546 
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l - Mr. McNiff 
May 5, 1975 2-Mr.S.F.Phillips 


Qo 1 TITLE/SUBJECT: FBI's Investigation of Extremist 


Assoc. Dir. 


Dep. AD Adm. 
Dep. AD Inv 


ee Dir 


Organizations and Individuals 
2. ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBI 


3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: Letter from FBI to Mr. Laurence N. 
Woodworth, Chief of Staff, Joint Committee on Internal Revenue 
Taxation, "dated 4/10/75. 


4. DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified 
5. NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION STAMP: NA 


6. SUMMARYOOFCCONTENIS: The Joint Committee requested the 
names of FBI employees who made the decision to provide the S dnd 
Service Staff (Activist Organization Committee) of the Internal 
Revenue Service with FBI reports relating to the FBI's investi- 
gation of extremist organizations and individuals. The FBI 
response was that the matter had been thoroughly researched and 
it was established that the decision in the above matter was 
personally made by the late J. Edgar Hoover, then Director of the 
FBI. 


7. REQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: Joint Committee en Inte v 
Revenue Taxation. 3/28/75 REC-100 a "iip. "us oh, 
8. RELEASING AUTHORITY: FBI EN M 








9. DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4/10/75 n land 
10. LOCATION OF FILE COPY: 62-17909-1104 «e MAY 13 1975 


I 11. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMST""ThÍS 
matter is of joint interest to the FBI and the Internal Revenue 


ved s... Service. 


Ext. Affairs 





& 


Files & Com. 62~116395 Kw) 








um —SFP:ekw (5) 

Inspection... NOTE: or E liaison to Central Community Index in 

dies -connection with Ipse. See memorandum R. L. Shackelford to 

pin a ei ME. W. R. Wannal 75 "Internal Revenue Service Investigations 

Spec. m.— of New Left and Extremist Organizations and Individuals," TIM/dgr . 

Lagi She a T 

Telephone Rm. __ wot f 

"3" ARYA 5349/6 RooM[ 3 TELETYPE UNIT CI C Á GPO 954-546 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 


;9 
MAY U b 18/6 TAE 
E | ! 









(brit etm itd P innt ott ALPS REIT ES | 
Assoc. Dir. |. eB c 
Dep.-A.D.-Adm..... 1 
Dep.-A.D.-EInv....... | 
Asst, Dir.: d 
Admin. .. 







































= Comp, Syst. 4 — 
ee Ext. Affair 8 ` 
3 CH EY PE Files & Com. mm j 
KROG4 NK CODED í j 
3:55PM URGENT 5/5/75 DJP grub ~: Late), i E 
o : e ZE VER Laboratory £i 
TO DIRECTOR (62-116395) a meum D P plan E He 
koh TÁC a m e 
FROM NEWARK apne NBL. NOLO GRRE ce 
Ge DAR Telephone Ria, .- 
ENSTUDY SENSTUDY 75 : d Sety —— 
RE BUTELCAL BUTELCALL OF SUPERVISOR SEYMOUR PHILLIPS TO SAC, NEWARK ‘| 
l PID pa 
MAY 5, 1975. | E st (Vir 


FORMER SA JOHN PATRICK DEVLIN WAS RECONTACTED -BY EI 
NEWARK, AND FURNISHED FOLLOWING INFO ON MAY 5, 1975: 

HE WAS ORIGINALLY CONTACTED BY E SELECT 
COMMITTEE (SSC) STAFF MEMBER MICHAEL JøEPSTEIN TELEPHONICALLY 


AT WORK (HERITAGE BANK = IRON, MORRISTOWN, N.J.) A DAY OR TVO (n Lë 
PRIOR TO HIS INTERVIEW ON APRIL 25, 1975. MR. EPSTEIN DID NOT imc 
y 


INDICATE IN. ADVANCE AREA OF INQUIRY CONTEMPLATED AND WHEN 
Gr BY FORMER SA DEVLIN HOW HE, EPSTEIN, HAD OBTAINED HIS, 
SN S, PHONE NUMBER AT WORK, EPSTEIN INDICATED, "YOU KNOW, | 


| Es GOT WAYS.” JN ADDITION, EPSTEIN is HIM THAT THE Hh HAD — 


ym i 
 EBEEN GIVEN A BROAD SCOPE OF INQUIRY AND BEE 16 | ox” rte 


Sp ACTIVITIES OF VARIOUS INTELLIGENCE GATHERING AGENCIES, 
ESBTEIN | DID NÓT MENTION THAT HE HAD ANY TYPE OF CLEARANCE BUT 
WAS VERY POSITIVE IN HIS POSITION THAT THE SSC HAD BEEN 


MANDATED BY CONGRESS TO CONDUCT INQUIRIES, EPSTEIN EXHIBITED "T 


aU à ae 





84 Vh 15 1975. 
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SER ares) i ` 


18 MAY 13 1975 


inia 


wall 
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Golf p. ev 
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PAGE TWO | | | 

AN IDENTIFICATION CARD SONTALWENG HIS PHOTOGRAPH TO -IDENTIFY 
HIMSELF AND HE DID NOT PLACE DEVLIN UNDER OATH. EPSTEIN DID 
NOT ANDICATE WHERE HE HAD RECEIVED INFORMATION REGARDING: 
DEVLIN'S PARTICIPATION. IN THE 1964 ATLANTIC CITY CONVENTION 


AND WHEN ASKED BY DEVLIN, HE INDICATED ONLY THAT, "WE'VE 
GOT ways”, " 

DEVLIN INDICATED THAT. EPSTEIN'S INQUIRY VAS CONCERNED 
PRIMARILY WITH MARTIN LUTHER KING AND THE ELSUR COVERAGE 
. AFFORDED KING, EPSTEIN'S INTEREST APPEARED TO ALSO CENTER 
AROUND WHO TOLD DEVLIN TO GO TO ATLANTIC CITY ‘AND THE AIMS 
AND PURPOSES OF THE FBI^S ACTIVITIES AT ATLANTIC CITY, EPSTEIN 
SEEMED ‘TO BE DRIVING AT.THE POLITICAL OVERTONES CONNECTED WITH 
THE ATLANTIC CITY COVERAGE AND HE ASKED QUESTIONS PARTICULARLY 
INVOLVING THE LEGITIMACY OF THE FBI'S INVESTIGATION: AND. WHETHER 
OR NOT FORMER VICE PRESIDENT HUBERT HUMPHREY AND THE LATE. ROBERT 
KENNEDY WERE MONITORED AS BEING IN CONTACT WITH KING. 

FORMER SA PEVLIN INDICTAED HE WOULD IMMEDIATELY ADVISE 
NEWARK SHOULD HE SE RECONTACTED -REGARDING THIS MATTER. 
END. 
MEB FBIHQ CLR 
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On 4/30/75 Mr. Donald E. Moore, Chairman of the 
Security Committee, U. S. Intelligence Board, furnished 
the attached list of Senate Select Committee staff members 
who have been certified by the Chairman of the Select 
Committee to the Central Intelligence Agency as having been 
cleared for access to classified information up to and 
including Top Secret based upon a background investigation 
conducted by the FBI within the last five years. Certain 
of these individuals have also been certified by the 
Select Committee for access to compartmented classified 
information in accordance with the requirements of Director 
of Central Intelligence Directive 1/14. 


Copies of the list of staff members are being 
attached to the tickler copies of this memorandum for 
retention by personnel who may be in contact with the 
Select Committee staff. 
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Name . 


Aaron, David 
Bader, William 
Baron, Frederick 
Benz, Charity I. 
Brooks, Nancy 
i Carter, Barry 
Chesnik, Barbara 
Davis, Lynn 
Dawson, Thomas 
De Oreo, Mary 
‘Dillon, Molly 
‘Dwyer, Daniel . 
Epstein, Michael T. 
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Pitts, Susan 
Romberg, Alan 
` Schwarz, F.A.0. 
Shea, Patrick - 
Smith, Stephanie 
Snider, Lewis B. 
Towell, Mary 
- Wides, Burton V. ` 
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1. SUBJECT: Martin lather King, Jr. 


2. WITNESS’ ORGANIZATION: Mr. Jehn P. Devlin, retired 
Special Agent, FBI 


9. CLASSIFICATION OF INFORMAISON: Unclassified 
4. SUMMARY OF CONTENT: 





Mr. Devlin was questioned and furnished informati: a 
‘@oneerning the former FBI investigation of Martin Luther 
King, Jr. 
5. DATE OF INTERVIEW AND BEFORE WHOM: 
Interview conduated by Mr. Michael Epstein, Staff 
‘Member, SSC, 4/25/75. E? ba 


sF lé aos ^ / | 
6. ORGANIZATION REFERENCE NO: FBI file 62-11699513 1975- F 





7. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMS: None, 
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(o 076 Ral: INFORMATION PROVIDED TO THE 9.Mr.S.F.Phillips | 
SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) 
INVESTIGATING INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 
1, SUBJECT: Martin Luther King, Jr. 


vi 2. WITHESS' ORGANIZATION: Mr. Daniel J. Brennan, Jr., 
retired Special Agent, FBI, 


3. CLASSIFICATION OF INFORMATION: Unclassified 






4, SUMMARY OF COZITENT: 


Mr. Brennan was questioned concerning the former 
FBI invectigation of Martin Luther King, Jr., specifically 
during 1964. However, he was unable to furnish any of the 
requested information concerning the King investigation as 
he could not recall any information of the nature desired. 
5, DATE OF INTERVIEW AND BEFORE WHOM: ! 


Interview conducted by Mr. Michael Epstein, Staff 
Member, SSC, 5/2/75. ; 
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6. ORGANIZATION REFERENCE NO: FBI file 62-116395. eM : 
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7. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMS: None.’ <\^ 
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FORMER SUPERVISOR LESH WHITSON 


e E; Toy 
ASSIGNED ENTELLIGENCE DIVISION 
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Reference is made to my ment Bom to you^4/24/75 
reporting interview by Michael Epstein, Staff Member of the 
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities, of retired 
SA Lish Whitson concerning a trip to Miami, Florida, by Whitson in 
1964. The trip was for the purpose of mailing a package to the late 
Martin Luther King, Jr., and indicated we were ¢ixecking our records 
for information regarding the expense voucher. ei Government 
Transportation Request: (GER) issued by Whitson and would report 
our findings. 





Jay Deane Cox, Voucher Unit, Data Processing Section, Go 
Computer Systems Division, supplied the following information as 
to the records available concerning Whitson's travel and what the 
procedures generally are for maintenance of travel and voucher 
records, The Voucher Unit maintains a Travel Authority Card 
(TAC) for all investigative 2 and any other FBI employees who have 
évér had GIRs issued to them. The TACs are retained indefinitely 
as there is no provision for their destruction. For every voucher 
processed, there is recorded the voucher period, amount of voucher, 
date processed and record of any GIRs issued. 

P y La = BRA o IS 

The TAC for Whitson Ns entries to show that™6n 
12/9/64 a voucher was processed for payment to Whitson in the sum 
of $19.40 for travel during the period 11/1-30/64. With that 
voucher was a memorandum copy of a GIR issued 11/21764 to National 
Airlines in the sum of $107.40 for air coach travel, Washington,D.C., 
to Miami and return. Attached to instantememorandum={s! a Xerox of 
the memorandum copy of the GIR, which copy is being rétained in, the l 
Voucher Unit. Because of the illegibilitg HeSuléiiigs from Xeroxing, 
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Memorandum to Mr. Adams 

RE: SENSTUDY 75, FORMER SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON 
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

62-116395 


the entries to the GIR. have been reconstructed to make them 
readable on this Xerox. The memorandum copy, which is being 
retained in the Voucher Unit, is ré&íéble. The markings on 

the reverse side of the Xerox have 3? bearing on the date of 
travel but are merely entries relative to the payment to National 
Airlines. It might be noted that the issue date of this GTR, 
11/21/64, has been determined to be a Saturday, which is the 

day of the week Whitson recalled making the trip to Miami. 





According to Cox, the Bureau does not maintain copies 
of the actual vouchers and there is only, bare possibility that 
a voucher over 10 years old, such as t seinvolved in this 
matter, would be maintained anywhere inne Government, such 
as at the Federal Records Center. 





ACTION: 


None. For information. 
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TO : Mr. J. B, Adams DATE: April 24, 1975 Ext. Affairs — 
i d Files,& Com, — 
47m oe Dén, 
TAINED Ident 
FROM 4 W " R. Wannallg? ALL INFORMATION um banco "— 
e HEREIN ER ONT SSIF gig 
l - (S ` Dee DATE. Plan. & aval E 
SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 7 5) in dev. as 
FORMER SUPERVISOR LISH WHITSON a Cua. 
ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION Aë Telephone Rm. — 
IN M Director Sec'y __ 


Memorandum captioned as above 4/23/15 T on 
interview of Mr. Whitson by Michael Epstein, staff member of the 
Senate Select Committee. The interview related to Whitson's 
trip to Miami in 1964 at the instructions of former Assistant to 
the Director William C. Sullivan to mail a package to Martin Luther 
King. 


Whitson telephoned my office twice this morning. At 10:35 a.m, 
he advised that Epstein had asked him by telephone how Whitson had 
made the trip to Miami, meaning how it was paid for. Whitson toid 
him he had issued à Government Transportation Request (GTR). Epstein 
asked whether there was any prior written authorization for Whitson 
to make this trip and Whitson told him there was none. Epstein 
asked what kind of record would have been made covering the trip. 
Whitson explained that the only record that he knew of would be 
the expense voucher he submitted covering the expenses involved { 
and possibly the copy of the GTR which he had issued. He explained 
to Epstein the voucher would merely show the GTR had been issued oe 
for a round-trip to Miami and how much per diem had been claimed 
in connection with the trip. 


In advising of the foregoing, Whitson stated it was his 
recollection he had made the Miami trip either in the late Summer 
or early Fall of 1964 and that Martin Luther King was "away" at 
the time. 


In my absence from the office, Whitson called again at 
11:05 a.m. to say that Mr. Epstein asked him as to whether he had 
registered at the Airport Hotel in Miami and, if so, whether it was 
under his own name, Whitson told Epstein that he TFE- UR 





under his own name at this hot = 
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ÜNITED STATES G RNMENT Dep. AD Adm. — 
i ! Dep. AD Inv. — 
Memorandum rd 
Comp. Syst. _—. 
TO  : Mr. J. B. Adams permed 255 Flen Ce 
en. Inv. 
^ "i Ident. 
FROM : Legal Counsdi fi [rua 
Dee 7 
e zx Y. an gge 
ysusecT: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (it 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES Bis ioe AA 


Director Sec’y —— 


HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 


Jospa s 
Reference Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams memorandum of 
4-9-75 to which the Intelligence Division placed an addendum dated 
4-14-75 showing that Roderick Hills, Counsel to the President, had 
requested that the Sergeants at Arms of the Senate and House of 
Representatives keep the Bureau advised regarding checks made for 
electronic listening devices in the offices of captioned Select Committees. 


This was discussed on 4~23-75 by Inspector Bowers with 
Senate Sergeant at Arms William Wannall and his Deputy, Robert Hough. 
They were amenable to notifying us concerning the checks they make o ^ 
Senate Select Committee space and the offices of the Members of this 
Committee. Hough was designated by Wannall to handle this matter. 
Hough advised that the special Capitol Police unit had made a check 
of Room $146 in the Capitol on that date (4~23-75) prior to a meeting 
of the Senate Select Committee in that room and found nothing. Hough 
stated they have received no requests whatever to make any checks of 
the offices of individual Committee Members. He said he had discussed 
this matter with William Miller, Staff Director of the Select Committee, 
and-Miller indicated it would be taken up with the Committee but he has 
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‘On 4-24-75 Bowe rs discussed. this matter with Kenneth a 
Harding, Sergeant at Arms of the House of Representatives. Harding |o i 
stated he has had no requests for any checks of the Members™ offices or-* f 
1- Mr. Adams ! £L, MAY 6 1973 e 
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Legal Counsel to Mr. Adams Memo 
RE: SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 


HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 





space of the House Select Committee since the Committee really has not 
begun to function as yet. He said he has discussed this matter with 
Committee Chairman Lucien Nedzi, and he certainly will give us 
complete accounting of checks they make of this Committee's space and 
the space of the individual Members of the Committee, 


RECOMMENDATION: 


For information. 
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DESTRUCTION OF BUREAU FILES 


AND RECORDS 


é 


DATE. 93-12-75 





jh 


Re my memorandum to you dated 2-14-75. 


U | 


As indicated in referenced memorandum, the Bureau's 
program concerning destruction of files and records has been suspended 
until we can determine whether it involves any documents that might 
be of interest to the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities. 


We contacted William G. Miller, Staff Director for the 
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Committee, and he asked that we withhold further destruction of files 
until the Committee Counsel, who had not been appointed at that time, 
had an opportunity to review the matter. Mr. F. A. O. Schwarz 3d, 

a New York attorney, was recently named the Committee's Chief Counsel. 
It is recommended that representatives of the Files and Communications 

Division'and the Legal Counsel Division meet with Mr. Schwarz and 
Mr. Miller at the earliest opportunity to resolve this matter. 


That representatives of the Files and Communications 
Division and the Legal Counsel Division meet with the Chief Counsel 
and Staff Director of the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence Activities 
to determine whether the Bureau's destruction program can be ai) 
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emoranaum =e 
Comp. Syst. — 
: Mr. J. B. Adams DATE: 4-24-75 dre 
m y: Gen. Inv. = 
e dix 8 : Hg. Ident. 

/ ERES | CounseD 3 Le MCI A ug "OE A 
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SUBJECT: SENSTUDY o ET degen g 

RN RR o Training 
SAC Thomas Kitchens of the Louisville Office eg es 


telephonically advised on 4-23-75 that former Section Chief Fred Baumgardner. 
had been.contacted by Michael Epstein, staff member of the Senate Select 
Committee, and Epstein had sought to arrange an interview of Baumgardner. 

SAC Kitchens advised Batimgardiier réquested that a Bureau representative 

be present during his interview. SAC Kitchens further advised that Baumgardner 


will telephonically contact SA Paul V. Daly on 4-24-75. 


telephonically related that he had been requested to come to Washington for 

the purpose of being interviewed by Michael Epstein, staff member of the 

Senate Select Committee. Baumgardner advised Epstein that he would make 
himself available for interview but at his office at 970 South 4th Street, Louisville, 
Kentucky, telephone number 584-5183. Mr. Baumgardner expressed concern £ 
regarding the interview pointing out that he was Section Chief in the Intelligence: d 
Division for some 18 years and during the time was continually dealing with ` 
very sensitive matters which he felt were not the proper subject matter óf discüs- 
Sion `, with people outside the FBI. Additionally, he pointed out he has been 

out of the Bureau for some eight years and since he is not aware of current 
Bureau operations he, therefore, requested the Bureau have a representative 
present during the interview and that the Bureau representative so designated 

be thoroughly familiar with Intelligence Division operations so that he might 

be made aware of those areas which are sensitive and might compromise 

current Bureau investigations. He suggested that the Bureau representative 
should arrive sometime the day before . the proposed interview which is 

4- 29- 75 so that he may have a preliminary discussion with the Bureau repre- 
sentative concerning those areas in which he Es =e of and may be 
sensitive. 


RECOMMENDATION: 


On 4-24-75 at 2:30 p. m. , former Section Chief Baumgardner y D "n 





——— 
— 


jul MAY 1 1975 





That a representative of the Intelligence Division em made 
available to be present during the interview of former Section Chief Baumgardner 
to assist Mr. Baumgardner in insuring that he does not divulge or compromis 


SS 
sensitive material. ew. 77281 hol 
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SUBJECT: 


Whitson's contact with the Bureau to report concerning an interview 





OPTIONAL FORM NO*10 


P 5010—106 e D S 
MAY 1962 EDITION S 
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 
UNITED STATES GO ERNMENT 


Assoc. Dir. 





Memorandum EN meer 


Admin, 





Comp. Syst. —— 
Mr. Je B, Adams DATE: May 1 $ 1975 Ext. Affairs —_ 


Files & Com, — 
D 


ALL INFORMATION CONTAINS. -N 
W, R. Wannal ig} HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED at 
E a00F/ py 


SENSTUDY 2e DATE, 20- Plan. & Eval. — 


1 75. LISH WHITSON See Wes 


ASSIGNED INTELLIGENCE DIVISION e 22 e Gert ea 


Previous memoranda have reported former Supervisor 














H 
of him conducted by Michael Epstein, staff member of the Senate ~~ N 
Select Committee oñ Intelligence Activities on 4/23/75. The [^ N 
interview related to Martin Luther King, Jr, KS 
wf. 
On 4/30/75 Whitson telephoned my office to report that. MN 
he had been trying to establish in his mind the specific date when V 


he made à plane trip from Washington National Airport to Miami, 
Florida. He had previously said he thought it was in the late 
Summer of 1964. During a subsequent call he fixed the time as 

the late Summer or early Fall of 1964, During his contact, 4/30/75, : 
Whitson stated that to the best of his recollection, this plane 
trip took place in October, 1964. The Bureau's appreciation for 
his call was expressed to Whitson; 


the location of information from the files of the Voucher Unit, 
Data Processing Section, showing that Whitson traveled by plane 
to Miami utilizing a GTR issued 11/21/64, It has been determined ` 
this date was on a Saturday, it being noted Whitson previously 


/De -^ 


Memorandum 4/25/75 in captioned matter has reported 


JINRECORDED COPY £iLED ui 


stated he made the trip to Miami on Saturday and the return trip 
the next day, a Sunday. 


ACTION: REG- 106 b2 -Ib 37. ^ Gi 
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Mr. Mintz 
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Mr. Wannall 
Personnel File of SA Lish Whitson (Out of Service) 
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intelligence Community Staff 


MEMORANDUM FOR: Members of the USIB Ad Hoc 
Coordinating Staff 


SUBJECT : Security Clearances 
TS o p 
BA 7 S 
On 25 April 1975, we provided--you a listing of the JU 
Security clearances to date for members of the Senate Ls 
Se ect Committee Staff. Attached is a listing of eight nu 
nie a Staff personnel cértified by Mr. William G. 
Mill r, Staff Director, as meeting the n: of 
Executive Order 10450 for — to classified informa- 


ion up to and including Top Secret. 





g ohn M. Clarke 
Agfoctlate Deputy to the DCI 
fof thè Intelligence Community (EK 
- 10 IKAST | 
epp, 106 2.2. det 324% 
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30 April 1975 





Staff.Members of the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence 
Activities who have received a security investigation by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation within the past five years 
and are certified as meeting requirements of EO 10450 for 
access to classified information up to and including Top 


Secret. 

NAME i DATE & PLACE OF BIRTH SOC. SEC. NO. 
Belva Brissett 6-23-41 Oklahoma 

Margaret Carpenter 8-27-44 California 

Joan Erno 8~30-46 D. C. 

Arthur Harrigan 3-16-44 New York due dise 20. de 
Diane LaVoy 11-10-48 Venezuela 

James Rowe.. 6-6-51 D.C. 

Elizabeth Smith 6-21-49 New York ` 

Martha Talley 9-7-50. No. Carolina 
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Ext. Affairs 
o - Mr. E. W. Walsh "ipM ER 
Mr. W. R. Wannall iy Ly DATE: 4/22/75 Ident. 
Inspectio 
l - Mr. J. B. Hotis yd 
W. O. Cregar 1 = Mr. W. R. Wannall f Plan. & Eval. — 
l1 - Mr. W. O. Cregar Ag x 


n> Training 
dies Legal Co GI 
SUBJECT: SENSTUDY 75 bese Coo HY 
Director Sec'y —— 
CERE e 


This memorandum reports. the results of an 
Executive Committee meeting of the Ad Hoc Coordinating 
Group of Congressional Review for the Intelligence Community 
on 4/21/75. 


The Executive Committee, hereinafter referred to 

as the EXCOM, was chaired by Mr. John Clarke, Associate 
Deputy to the Director of Central Intelligence (DCI) for E 
the Intelligence Community, in the absence of Mr. William É * 
Colby (DCI), who had been called to the Hill to testify TER" i 
on the current situation in Vietnam. Present at the uii 
meeting were Mr. Philip Buchen and Mr. Roderick Hills, 
Counsels to the President; Mr. James Wilderotter, Associate 
Counsel to the President; Mr. Thomas K. Latimer, Special 
Assistant to the Secretary of Defense, as well as senior 
officials of the State Department, National Security Agency 
(NSA), Office of Management and Budget, and the Treasury 

: Department. Mr. Antonin Scalia, Assistant Attorney General, 
was scheduled to represent the Department of Justice but 





failed to appear. 
The following matters. of interest were discussed 
at the meeting: 
` KEY ISSUES 
The purpose of the key issue papers is to completely 
familiarize the White House with all facets of certain key 
issues which could arise from Senate Select Committee (SSC) 
deliberations. It is hoped these key issue papers will 
permit the President's Counsel to be a more articulate 
advocate of the intelligence community should ML P. AT A 
issues by raised. l Q- Las JD 
Rre- 106 
Enclosures ` 
48 MAY 7 
62-116395 fus 
meee ARSE eee 
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(7), © CONTINUED - OVER ah 
oi (Wéi 
oo EN 
po TN Page 159 z 





Memorandum to Mr. W. R. Wannall 
Re: Senstudy 75 





"WHITE HOUSE RESPONSES TO SSC REQUESTS 





Enclosed is a copy of a memorandum from James A. 
Wilderotter to Mr.[umacto $7 |dated 4/16/75. The memorandum 
advises that the White House provided copies of the Colby 
report ‘(including annexes), as well as a list of documents 

to the Senate Select Committee on 4/14/75. The Colby report 
is the document prepared for the President following the 
Seymour Hersch articles which appeared in "The New York Times" 
alleging CIA was engaged in massive domestic surveillances. 


GUIDELINES FOR PARAPHRASING CERTAIN DOCUMENTS PROVIDED TO 
THE SELECT COMMITTEES 





JFK Ac (1) (A) to Wannall dated 4/7/75 attached a 
copy of sanitization guidelines for documents provided to 
Congressional Select Committees. Attached to this memorandum 
are new guidelines entitled "Guidelines for Paraphrasing 
Certain Documents Provided to the Select Committees." In 
essence the attachment is almost identical to the sanitization 
guidelines. The reason for the change is the White House 
prefers the word "paraphrase" rather than "sanitization." Thus, 
guidelines under the paraphrasing description were promulgated. 


-2- CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. R.. Wannall 
Re: Senstudy 75 





LETTER TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL FROM SENATOR EDWARD: M. KENNEDY : 


Attached hereto is a copy of a letter Senator Kennedy 
has directed to the Attorney General. Copies of this letter 
were furnished to the EXCOM by Mr. Wilderotter. In furnishing 
a copy of this letter, Mr. Wilderotter noted that the 
Department of Justice would handle the response to Senator 
Kennedy after consultation with individual agencies as well 
as the White House. Wilderotter was furnishing a copy to 
members of the EXCOM for coordination purposes. He further 
advised that the Department ‘Justice's response would be 
made a matter of record wi ve Interagency Registry. 











` ACTION: 


For information and record. purposes. 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: DR. JOHN M. CLARKE : 
Associate Deputy to the DCI ` 
, for the Intelligence Community 
FROM: (0*5. JAMES A, WILDEROTTER d 


_ments. 
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Ad Hoc Staff 
SECRET ATTACHMENT 


NN . THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 


April 16, 1975 


On Monday, € 14, the White House provided copies of. 
the "Colby Report! [including the annexes) and the attached list 
of documents to the Senate Select Committee as classified docu- 
NSCIDs 4, 5, and 6 -- as well as the obsolete and 
superseded NSCIDs corresponding to them -- were not provided . 


to the Committee. 





`. SECRET ATTACHMENT 
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AL yerman TON CONTAINED 
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SECRET 


: -LIST OF DOCUMENTS TO BE RELEASED TO THE 
SENATE SELECT COMMITT EE ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITES 


1. National Security Council Intelligence Directives (NSCIDs) -- 
' These directives prescribe the organization and division of respon- 
sibility of the various elements of the intelligence community; provide 
"procedures for the collection and production of overt intelligence; 
establish a communications system for the rapid reporting of 
critical intelligence information; and establish | the National Photo- 


-' ' graphic Interpretation Center. K cg Wat uUi xp KR. et 


-2. Obsolete and Superseded NSCIDs.-- These documents predate the 


gs existing directives (in item #1 above) but provide essentially the same 


guidance under the baresacratie structure established by peewena 
E ele $ Ri . D 


pets ETH trativius. oie 


. 
2 d 


3: Letter from President Nixon to Director Helms -- This letter, 
` issued following a major review and restructuring of the intelligence 


AS community, set forth the Director's responsibilities and Keren 


l - goals to channel his further effort. 11/5 /71 


C 4. : -NSAM 57 ~ Paramilitary Ge -- This — geg 


paramilitary operations; states US policy for rendering assistance 
_ to such operations overtly or covertly and establishes a procedure 
‘for the planning and approval: "of paras Unilitecy Gfbrations. "feoda 


CO NSAM 124 - Establishment. of Efe Semis Group — 


EE ETT 


ia Insurgency) -- This 1962 menaorandern set forth procedures for 


ensuring the use of all availabie Soverarmmntsegources in preventing 


. and re sisting subversive~insur. se And; rotated forms at indirect : 
aggression in friendly countries; aa a = V wd Ate tk ork, “ae 


a 7 — n 
ene 8 " P D 


E 6. NSAM 196 - is sibl irent ‘ot Se EE dE Committee of the 


'. National Security Council~ This 1962 memorandum established a 


: NW 55075. _Docid: : 32989532 Taro 163. 


committee to serve as a crisis EE group ee the 


Cuban missile crisis, d ER Vae! E 6 
7 NSC 5511 -- Establishment of a Net Evduation Bëbee ett eu 


' This 1955 directive established a subcomittec of the NSC for the purpose 
‘of providing estimates of the capability of the USSR to inflict direct 
injury on the US. in time.of gene ral war, 
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8. NSAM 5815 - Comparative Evaluation Group -- This 1958 directive 


established an inter-agency body to prepare comparative evaluations 
of the US and Soviet weapons systems. 


9. ^" NSAM 303 - This 1964 document bugs the name of the DEN 
Group (5412) to the "303 Committee", (The predecessor body 
documentation is at Tab an é WEN 

10, NSAM 327 --This 1965 memorandum disestablishes Ss net 
. evaluation Subcomraitise of the NSC. i Se 
11. NSDM 40 - Covert Operations.-- This directive provides authority 
and sets forth procedures and responsibility for the planning, approval 
‘and conduct of covert operations. It also brings a number of Defense 
-sreconnaissance activities under the cognizance of the 40 Committee. 


. 12. NSDM 224-- This 1973 directive established a Net Assessment: 
. Standing Committee to CARRY out intelligence assessments as directed 
by es NSC, * 2 vd ; 


13. NSDM 239 - National Net Asse —9 Tanais -- This "— 


‘transferred responsibility for management i the Lon were program from 
the NSC to the HARE of Defense, 


14. NSDM 253 -- This 1974 inemorandues —( the thombership of 


. the NSC Intelligence Committee. 


15, The balance of dotuments included herein consist of unclassified 
reports, diagrams and press releases concerning the organization and 
functioning of fae NSC and the intelligence Gone. 





Se AA 


Ms, a 
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THE oo OF CENTRAL ae. 


Sa WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505: 


21 April 1975 


MEMORANDUM FOR: Members of the USIB Ad Hoc Coordinating Group 


SUBJECT . 1 Guidelines for Paraphrasing Certain Documents 
Provided to the Select Committees 


. 1, Attached is a guidance paper, subject as above, prepared 
by the USIB Security Committee, and GEES by the Director of 
Central Intelligence. 


2. In the interest of commonality in our approach to the 
matter of paraphrasing sensitive documents, it is requested that 
each of you arrange for the use of these guidelines in the handling 
of responses irom your organizations to Legen irom ine Select 
Pomuaitress. : 


ML. Nn e GL 
John M, Clarke hha 


Associate Deputy to the DCI 
for the Intelligence Community 


Attachme nt 





emm 
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GUIDELINES FOR PARAPHRASING SENSITIVE INFOR MATION IN 
CERTAIN DOCUMENTS PROVIDED SELECT COMMITTEES 


l. The Director of Central Intelligence has recently discussed 
with Senator Church the need for special consideration and treatment 
by the Select Committee of certain sensitive aspects of intelligence 
activities and the Senator has expressed his recognition of this need: 

It is anticipated that appropriate arrangements can be miade so as to 
avoid the risk of exposing such matters and at the same time satisfying 
the Select Committees' need for a full understanding of the intelligence 
community's activities. Included in such matters axe the identities of 
sensitive sources, the material provided to the United States by : 


‘cooperating foreign intelligence services, the details of technical 


devices and systems and of operational-methods, the identities of 
certain employees whose safety could be jeopardized if revealed, the 
identities of American citizens and organizations who have cooperated 
with US intelligence and some additional materials the public disclosure 
of which would create serious foreign policy or national security 
problems, Such material should be protected not only from exposure 
but indeed the risk of exposure. Further, recognition should be given 
to the need to protect certain other information which, if improperly | 
disclosed, might impair the privacy rights of individuals. 


2. Proper procedures should enable intelligence community 
members to prevent risk of disclosure of sensitive sources and 


"methods and at the same time present to the Select Committees the 


necessary details to allow for their proper understanding of community 
activities. 


3, The procedures described herein are not to be used as 
downgr ading or declassification guides. All concerned should be - 
mindful that application of these procedures will not declassify, 
downgrade or remove from compartmentation controls any documents 
or information provided the Select Committees, unless individual 
advice to that effect is provided as well. i 


A." What May Be Paraphrased 


While it is not possible to anticipate all requirements which 
may be levied by the Committees for documenting material and not 


| NW 55075 DocId:32989532 Page 166 














se A D 
H d P 
HU 
D D Ld - 
* 
D ae 
H 
. ^ 





pos sible to determine specifically what material should be excised 
from these documents, the following illustrations are offered in 
certain likely categories. The criteria in all cases should meet 
the test mentioned above. 


5. Collection of Tute Sepa 


(a) The Committees will probably address the matter of how 
intelligence is collected. Documents supporting responses may be 
paraphrased by removal of identities of sensitive agents and informants, 
covert personnel, and contractual cover arrangements. A descriptive 
phrase may be substituted, i.e., a foreign journalist, a political 
official in the opposition party. No paraphrasing should be used in 
connection with names of individuals whose employment or former 
employment by, or association with à department or agency, does not 
remain secret or for individuals whose present or future activities on 
behalf of the department or agency do not require that previous cover 
Arrangements remain secret. i . 


(b) Some information may be required with respect to 
technical intelligence systems including cryptologic and communi-. 
cations activities and reconnaissance capabilities. Almost all of 
such material is currently handled in compartmentation control ] 
channels under various codewords or nicknames. No security threat 

"Ab perceived by use of these codenames or nicknames in classified 
i documents. Details of the technical systems which would reveal 
| critical operational capabilities and contractual and funding arrange- 
ments which would identify individuals whose participation was 
obtained under agreement of continued secrecy may be excised from 
documents. Any question on release of codeword material should be 
referred to the Program Manager who in turn may consult with the 

Director of Central Intelligence to ensure a consistent approach in 

the Community's paraphrasing procedures. While documentary 

samples of intelligencé obtained by technical means may be used 

‘in support of testimony, special consideration should be given with 

regard to raw products which reveal critical operational capabilities. 


E 


; IN . De 


Ee. 





1 HW 55075 DocId:32989532 Page 157 . * 






































6. ‘Intelligence Estimates 


Finished intelligence reports and estimates do not usually 
contain source identifications and will not normally require para- 
phrasing. However, departments and agencies should review such 
publications to ensure deletion of sensitive source identities and 
details of collection systems. 


T. Administration 


Information concerning the administration of intelligence. 
agencies may be required. This may include staffing charts with 
occupants identified. Identities of personnel formerly not under 
cover and now functioning in a cover assignment should be deleted 
as wellas those who may in the future be conaidered for a covert 
ER Ee 


D) General 


|. The. following Categories of information or.specific examples 
may arise in any number of circumstances in documentation re- 


". quested by the Select Committees. In all cases, serious RNC NO 


should be given by the department or agency concerned to the necessity 


^: of deletion or paraphrasing of this type of information, prior to 


H 
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providing the ES cument. 


(a) Agent or informant names or operational information ` 
revealing them. s : 
(b) Details which would reveal sensitive methods and 
. techniques (1) employed in human source collection, (2) 
employed for the physical security protection of the 
department's or agency's personnel or physical:environment, 


. "fe The numbers, locations, times and other indications 
of recruitment, attempted recruitment or emplacement of 
* personnel within targeted foreign organizations. 


H D 
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(d) Names of particular employees whose physical 
' safety or future careers might be placed in jeopardy by 
` exposure, - 


mune mes 


(e) Foreign or US sources, official or otherwise who l 
agreed to cooperate under terms of explicit or implied 
e confidentiality, who would be embarrassed or endangered 
D, by disclosure of their role. 





(f) Assumed identities, locations or other information 
permitting identification of defectors or refugees who might 
I . be targeted for retaliation. 


i .. (g) Identifying information on intelligence services of 
m , friendly and neutral countries and collaboration of those 
d services with.’ Ws intelligence agencies. 
(h) Identification of technical foreign intelligence 
operations of high vulnerability or extremely high political 
_ sensitivity. e PO Ze “ " 


l (i) Details of arrangernents with US and foreign banks, B 
investment houses, etc., in support of intelligence operations. 


Di Specific information on special relationships with 
oe _ private firms establishéd with the approval of top corpovate 
officials. This includes names of firms or industrial 
associations that collaborate in a special manner such as 
providing cover for foreign intelligence operations. 


(k) Names of firms collaborating with US intelligence 
agencies in collection and assessment programs (especially 
tose having large foreign clienteles). 

| dh Proprietary, trade secret or patent information, 


e . D i ` . > t gu «| . 
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9. Techniques of Paraphrasing 
! ; ; 
. Paraphrasing of intelligence material may include the 
physical removal of the identity of a person, place or thing from 
written communication with or without regard for the residual 
content, Use of à substitute terms is an example of paraphrasing 
which permits intelligent continuity of the material without revealing 
the true identity. Paraphrasing does not extend to the use of false 
or misleading substitute material.. : 


‘The integrity of official records must be maintained. Thé 
following paraphrasing techniques apply only to copies of Steg 


(a) Names may be obliterated, ‘masked or replaced 
with substitute terms, the residual material xeroxed and 
the copy submitted to Committees. 


(b) The material can be retyped or — Ü with 
substitute phrases or substitute fe Perey tions which do not 
reveal the sensitive material. è 


(c). iuro pages can be removed from some documents 
and replaced with a blank page carrying only reference i 
-information as to the location of the sensitive material 
within the contributing department or agency. 


(d) Within a category of inquiry, it may be desirable 
to extract a complete document from requested material when 
the request is broad and all-inciusive within its field. The 
` existence of such a document should be made known to the 
‘Committees but retained by the agency or department for 
review under escort ofa répresentabive of the department 
or agency. 


to E 


10. Management of Documents 


The original record and a copy of the paraphrased version 
provided should be readily available in all cases. Materials developed 


within an agency or department in response to requests should be 
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reviewed at an appropriate level for completeness, responsiveness 
and accuracy. In the case of documents or materials of a community 
nature, the release should be done in coordination with the depart- 
ments or agencies and/or the Program Manager concerned an any 


paraphrasing should be agreed upon during coordination, 


This proposed use of paraphrasing as a special arrangement 
to protect selected issues contained in material provided to Select 
Committees by one agency may prove to be a futile exercise if not 
practiced in common by all participating departments and agencies. 
-It is essential to the proposal that departments and agencies attempt 
to employ the same criteria for paraphrasing and coordinate as 
required. This paper can serve only as general guidelines. 


e . D 
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s. KHILUY A- ART, MICH, HUSH SCOTT, PA. , PHILIP A, HANT, MICH, fTROM THURMAN’), S.C, 
EOWARD ti, SLNNEDY, M453. STRUM THURMOND, S.C, i RIMCH BAYH, IND, CHARLES MC C, MATHIAS, IR.. MD. 
2 € DIUTH BAYH, inn. , MARLOW W. COO, KY. DEN (QUENTIN N. BURDICH, Hl. OAK, EDWARD J. GUNNEY, FLA. 
QUENTIN N, SUIDICX, N, DAK, CHARLES MGC, MATHIAS, JR., MO. JOHN V. TUNNEY, CALIF. ` 
ECIERT C. DYRO, W, VA, EDWARD J. GURNEY, FLA, ` 
JOHN V, TUNNEY, CALIF, NATHAN LEVENTHAL. CHIER COUNSEL H 
PETER M stocxerT, J^. "alt Zei Dt d Oe Se T i 
` vi, TL IGIS Enere 


CHIEF COUNSEL AND STAFF DIRECTOR 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 


z SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
ADMINISTRATIVE PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 


` fN - (PURSUANT To SEC, 3,5. RES, $5, 93D CONGRESS) . S eb 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 





Honorable Edvard H. Levi 
Attorney General 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 





ENS rn am LA Pett teeta MN aam ami s VE neg BUR Al 


Dear Mr. Attorney General: S . VE 


n 7. +. A newspaper report in today's Washington Post 
i has ‘raised serious questions as to how many rederal 
agencies engage in electronic swevel d bam and the extent: 
er such surveillance. | ae a s 
CT A hearing on May 235, 1974, Deeg the’ E EEE N 
on Administrative Practice and Procedure , Attorney General 
-Saxbe testified on this subject. I asked him: "Can you 
tell us about any other organizations or government 
| ,.-departments that are involved in any wiretapping at all 
. - today?" The Attorney General replied: ‘We do not believe 
that there is anyone else and the penalties are rather 
.Severe,." (p. 495) I am enclosing a copy of vam hearings 
for SES convenience. "M 
The recent reports raise questions concerning the 
. completeness and clarity of Attorney General Saxbe's 
earlier testimony. President Johnson's executive memorandum , 
of June 30, 1965, requires that federal agencies engage in 


wiretapping only with the prior approval of the Attorney =. ; 
a General. In order to fully answer the questions that have = Yun. 
* been raised, I request that you provide the Subcommittee op c o 
.Adhinistrative Practice and Procedure with Bus following.. M 
n information by April 16: >. a v LAGE oi 
KÉ r s $ D Tar Sa we S. 


. AAN 
Ke A list of all federal departments, agencies, open d 
e divisions, and other units that conduct, have conducted,.or have A 
authority to conduct electronic surveillance of any- type“ (includingi 
wiretaps, bugs, and other uses of any device or apparatus which 
‘Can be used to intercept a wire or Oral communication). s 5 E 


I zen Geen Enges 
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. Honorable Edward H. Levi 


April 10, 1975 
Page 2 


2. For each agency listed under #1 above, the specific 
statutory or other authority for the agency's conduct of 


Serben surveillance. 


3, For each agency listed under #1 above, all guidelines, 
procedures, rules and regulations relating to the conduct 
of electronic surveillance. d 


4; For each agency listed under #1 above, a specification 
of whether the agency's conduct, or authority to conduct, 
eieetrente surveillance includes: ; 


a. Electronic surveillance addet pursuant to a 
court warrant obtained under the provisions of sections 2516 
and 2518 of title 18, United States Code: 


"b. Electronic surveillance coriueted without a 
court order obtained under.the provisions of sections 2516 and 
2518 of Hem 18, United States Code; 


E T dë e tex 
Ge ULECCCLoONLeE S 


rae © d. — surveillance conducted in foreign 
countries. e e E 

5a For each agency Listed under #1 above, the number of 
electronic surveillances in place on April 1, 1975, and the 
number of electronic surveillances in place àt any "time during 
the calendar years 1970 through 1974 (with a description of 


qu method used in. computing these figures). 


T am sure you appreciate the need for the questions 


. raised by Attorney General Saxbe's testimony to be answered ` 


as quickly and definitively as possible. These questions 
demonstrate.once again the need for close cooperation between 


_ the VE of Justice and the Congress. 


- 


Many of the questions posed in this letter were originally 
raised in my letter of October 10, 1973, to Attorney General 
Richardson. The Subcommittee requested "additional information 
on April 16, 1974, and at the hearing on May 23, 1974. Attorney 
General Saxbe indicated a willingness at the hearing to 
provide this information in the near future, but none of 
this information has been provided. I am enclosing copies 
of the October 10, 1973, and April 16, 1974 correspondence 


H g A 
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for your convenience, and would appreciate your letting me 
know by when the information requested in these letters va 
at the hearing will be made available. 


With best wishes. 
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We look forward to hearing from you and to making the necessary arrangements 
for your appearance — | E i 
With best personal regards. D 

Sincerely, = oa 7 . 
. EbowaAnDOM, KENNEDY. - . 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Administrative Practice and Procedure. 
SAM J. ERVIN, Jr, 
© s ` Chairman, Subcommittce on Coustitutioral Rights, 

1 SS ` . EnMUxND N. MUSKIE. 

0. V Chairman, Subcommittee on Surreitlance. - 





S ze? dë eg EL " s ` U.S. SENATE, à 
` = į : i CostMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, K 
e.c. SUBCOMMITTEE ON ADMINISTRATIVE PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE, 


. Ww ashington, D.C., April 10, 1914. 

Jon, Youn Davitt, : 

Chief. Internal Security Section. Crinia Division, Department of Justice, 
Washington, D.C. 

“Dean Mr. DavirT: I appreciate your meetin with me to discuss the nature 
of the requests by the Sul.conunittee on Administrative Practice and Procedure 
` for materials relating to warrantless electronic surveillances. The purpose of 

this letter, as you requested, is fo memorialize the Sukgonitutitee's specitie 


these requests are not intended to be exclusive or exhaustive, aud are in addition 
to any other requests that may be made by the Subcommittee. 

I appreciate your cooperation in seeking to ensure that these requests be 
met promptiy. If all the materials requested ace not readily available, Y would 


s. $e Tine Uifuovrovid ing rhe x ineromopnte ne thor are 


HE ea Tit NUI. $2 gl DO 


' assembled. 

sI will look forward to workiug with you on these and related matters. With 

` test regards. Seat o. Afs Sg a 
ei: Siricerely, © ` , 07 





priste in 






; . ` e? 25a dg ; : KENNETH M. "o 
Zeg M e bus IA EE LUE ` Assistant Counsel. ` 








é D ee i oge 


MATERIALS ON WARRANTLESS ELECTRONIC SURVETLLANCE eral e BY THE 
s. SUBCOMMITTEE ON ADMINISTRATIVE PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE è 


* ^. L For a representative group of electronic surveillances, please provide the 
materials listed under either “A" er ^D" below. By "representative" is meant a 
group that ts representativ e with respect te (3) the statutory categories of Section 
. 201113), Title 15, United States Code, used by the Attorney General in authorizing 
the surveillances; (b) the types of targets o£ the surveillances; (ei the type of 
surveillance, eg. telephone. microphone or others and tds tlie date of autheriza- 
tion e£ the surveitiances; both before and arter the Supreme Court decision in 
United. Siates v. United States District Court, 407 V.S, 297 (1972). 
A. Copies of documents containing: (1) requests for authorization of elec- 
tronic surveillances from the Director of the FBI te the Attorney General: (2) 





2 authorizations sizned by the Attorney General: (5) requests for reauthorization 
of existing electronic s surveillanees from the Direcror of the FBI to the Atteecney 


General: "mr renuthorizations sizned by the Artornes Genecalz amd (at Com- 
munications between the FBI or the Department of Justice and a telephone 
company tesarding the installation, uitintenance, or discuntinuauce of eleccrenie 
surveillances, These documents would ke for actual as opposed to hypothetical 


e sttveillances. but not mecessarily surveiliances which ave eurrently active. 


Names and other data which identify targets o£ the surveillancex could be 
excised. The documents world bye eiven co the Subcommittee saat eon n contiden- 
tial basis. and appropriate measures would be taken to ensure that they remain 
eonfidenial. They could be shawn to appropriate staff ot the Subeommittee 
. on Constitutional Rights and the Foreign Relations Subcemmitree on Surveil- 
Lance under (hy same condition of contideuciality, 
B. Copies o£ the same materials referred to in "A" above excent that the 
documents would represent hypothetigal rather than actual, electronic sprveil- 
lances. The materials would, however, accurately reflect documents for actual 


Fage Tee =, 29 ts Fe Te ei Tay ^s ov 


requests, t. 
v The materials requested are listed in the attached —: Of course, 
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Surveillances, The materials would he supplied to Subcommittee staff on a nan- 
= cunfdential basis, since ther would represent hypothetical aud not real sur- 
‘yeillances. In addition, the Subcommittee start would he shown copies of some 
- documents for actual surveillunces (from which names and identifriuz data 
> could be removed) in order to compare them with the hypotheticals, 
s 2. Copies of actual or hypothetical documents retlecting each step in the 
process of review within the FRC of a request to initiate a warratitless electronic 
fa . Surveillance. At the meeting of February 27th. Director Ketley referred to at 
SE least a ten-step process within the FBI for reviewing a request for a wiretap. 
Se ' Director Kelley indicated that there are communications to and from the agent 
m < jn the field, the agent's supervisor, the Assistant Agent in Charge, the Agent in 
f] . Charge, the supervisor in the appropriate division of. tlie FRI, the Uuit Chief, 
the Section Chief, the Branch Chief, the Assistant Director, the Assistant to the 
. Director, and the Director. ‘Lo the extent that there may be diffecences in the 
5 review procedure for “bugs” as opposed to wiretaps, please provide documents 
: reflecting these differences. 





t procedures. manuals oc portions of manuals relating in any war to rhe initiation, 
e installation, conduct, maintenance. supervision, approval, authorization, reni- 
d "  thorization, financing, or discontinuance of warrantless wiretaps or other elec- 
s tronic sucveiltanees. TUA, 
ú 4. Copies of any documents, rules, regulations. procedures, manuals or portions 
“of manuals relating to record-keeping procedures and indexes in the FPT or 
the Department o£ Justice with respect to warrantless electronic surveillances. 


i 
T . i+. 3. Copies of any FBI or Department of Justice rnles, remulations. documents 


t. ^v f 4 "E ` ay z = ; 





ef séi Aaen 9] rs en 


ke oio ae Su F. COMMITTEE ON THE TUDICTARY, 
: ^ ` SUBCOMMITTEE ON ADMINISTRATIVE PRACTICE ANO PRrocepcer, 
Washington, D. C. ipn il 11. 197 ZA. 


“Hon. Wa B. Saxe, . Nj f } 
Office of the Attorney General. a DM x ES 
- Department of Justice, Washington. D.C. g ; z d 


^ Dear Mr. ATTORNEY GENERAL: I am writing with reference fo mr tetter to d 

Attorney General of October 10, 1973, seeking certain information abant wa 

rantless electronic. surveillance. A copy of this tetter is enclosed for yonr eme, 
SS "` :ience. The information requested would expand and update information supplied 
“to the Subeonimittee over the past several years. After six months, none of the 
information has yet been provided. 


* . . to obtain the iuformation I requested as expeditiously as possible, Ata ineeting 

+. with Subcommittee staff last month following onr meeting of February 27fh. 
however, the Department stated that if would be willing fo provide only an up- 
date of the information provided in 1071 and 3972. and to furnish this infonns- 
tion only to me personally on a confidential basis. Lhis proposal would not meet 
De Subcommittees requirements, The Subeommittee requires all the informa- 

. tion requested, not just an update of that supplied two years aga, The informa- 
-tion provided on a nonclissified basis in previous rears should be provided on rie 
fame basis at this time, To the extent that any information is supplied on a con- 
fidential basis, Subcomimittes niembers and staff mist have aecess to ir, 

. X am sure you realize that the Subcommittee’s need ror this information is 
e | pressing. AS you are aware, we have been conducting hearings ou warrantless 
j Ne .. electronic surveillance with the.Subcommittee on Coustiturional Rights and the 
^ Foreign Relations Subcommittee on Surveillance. In order to effectively exercise 


————— ee zue menge 


H 


en ere © reen dear eee 
v x 


n information requested iu the letter. 

s . Y am writing to request that the bulk of the information requested be pro- 
-. ‘vided to the Subcommittee no later than April 29 in order to enable the Subh- 
B , committee Dm analyze the data prior ro our next series of hearings beginning 

7 May fth. Please contact Kenneth Kaufman, Assistant Counsel, i£ you have any 
- questions regarding this request. i 
5.7 0. - Tkank you in advance for your cooperation in this matter, With best personal 
; - regards. 
an Sincerely, 2 ! n 
" 2 f ` Eowan M. KENNEDY, 
Chairmen, Subeammittec on Administrative Practice dnd Procedure. 
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In your letter of February Sth. you indicated that every effort was beiuz made A 


sour oversight and legislative responsibilities in this area, we need the base o£. 
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" SAMED O, EASTLAND, MIS., CHAIRMAN 
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| s The Honorable Elliot L. Richardson 





. Office of the Attorney General, FEN 
Department of Justice "uem uiro 
Washington, D.C. 20530 A E dereen E 
"Deen Mr. Attorney General: DE 
- . As you know, the Subcommittee ` on “Ranintstrative Practice’. 


: and Procedure has played an active role in the area of ` 
; electronic Surveillance over the past several years, including: 
“tits role in the development and processing of the legislation 

-À Which eventually Deceme Title TIT of the Omnibus Crime Control 
zr amd Sate Streets Act of 1968.and its hearings on warrant less’ ie p 
a dices a last Game Lë dE ae on hr ACER 








| E" n February 5, 1971, I wrote A rpsnsy Genetat John Mitchell ` 
ae seeking certain intormation about electronic surveillance -instal- - 
+ . i... lations without court orders, The Department was good enough to 
^S c1. ‘provide me with most ot the information I sought. The information 
Jr extended by the Department was extremely usetul in enlightening 
"both the Committee and the public about the extent and:signfi- 





=.: Cance of such surveillance.. . 20 253. fet gaan ii dec T Xam 
o7 7585. + The information sought and supplied dealt only with the A. 
"3% ^ period June 19, 1968 through calendar year 1970. Since then, a 
“J. 7 ,OF course, the United States Supreme Court has held'that . DE oe EE 
" ,  * domestic security surveillance without a court order is uncon- 5€ o. aes 
4, J * lstitutional, United States v. United States District Court, s S] 
ZS *.'4507 ES. 297 (1972). Shorcly after the Supreme Court decision, d 


Ke? our Subcommittee held hearings on warrantless wiretapping, during 
Which a detailed inquiry was made into the Justice Department's E 
:- * practices and procedures in implementing the decision. At the 
-| 5 shearings, Deputy Assistant Attorney General Kevin Maroney 


WA a e oun 
D 


"7 " testitied that in response to the Supreme Court ruling, a certain 5. 
.. number of installations “in cases involving domestic security," [0E 
to use the description in Mr. Kleindienst's statement of ie 


- June 19, 1972, were terminated. In a letter dated August 2, 1972, 
Mr. Maroney indicated the numbers of Surveillances in, place. on 
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“gation William D. Ruckleshaus disclosed information concerning 
P ES about this extremely significant aspect of your 
s+ 2 practices and procedures, would you kindly provide the fol- 


^7 remainder when obtained. As I indicated in my February 5, 1971: 
d I recognize that some ‘of the statistics will be based on Ce 


En a need to classify any particular answer, please provide it | ANE E 
TJ “As used in the foiiowinug BECH ns, th 


aos surveillances. SM EE 


A. For each of the periods calendar year 97L, calendar year 


. placed in operation or continuing in operation at any time 
“during the period, in terms of the number of "premises of 

; organizations or individuals without regard to the number of 
s:instruments whicn may be involved in effectuating the sur- : 
*iyveillances,™ to use the description in Mr. Maroney's letter "se, 
. Of August 2, 1972. I assume that this is the same method of "re NE 


"specified. . Eg Re 9 AC FX 


^ €- ` ZS s . 3 . " F . D & 


newly placed:in operation during the period; : LES e 


i 
sj 
AR 





Efphardson ` ` i 8 " o 
-October 10, 1973 EO 


4 Did E n ae 














` June 29, 1972 in each of the five statutory cation etia red 
in Section 2511(3) of Title 18, United States güe. Hisu, on 
‘May .14, 1973, Acting Director of the Federal Bureau of Investi.;: 


some 17 wiretaps that had been placed on the telephones of : l 
. newsmen and government officials. RCM geen os 


H 
H 
2 
i 


In order to keep this Subcommittee and the public fully 


lowing information as soon as possible, sending us immediately 
those items of information which are readily available, ard the 


documents which are classified, but, as earlier, the requests have 
` een framed so as to admit of answers which should be able to be 
unclassified. As previously indicated, if you nevertheless see 


ornate sy nier rs 
E ` d 


an 15 ^ Mt 


"o 
A ax 


pO and it vill be handled ona classified basis. * ^. ae 


ai s.s e 9 Sls 


MI 


torm "electronic 


3 0 
nat Mti 


surveillance" includes interceptions of both wire and oral um NS 
“communications. The questions refer only to warrantless elec-' ; app S 


n, 





THEOD 
SUO 


MA) 


teg, ,and January 1, 1973 to September 30, 1973, please ode 


l. The number of electronic surveillance instállations E i mE ee 


TES A8 dain 


(D 
Y A 
* 


computation "used by Mr. Mardian in his letter of March 1,. 1971; 
if it is not, please indicate the method of computation used 
by him and provide comparable figures for the time r periods 





2. Of thése, please provide: 


1 


a. |The number of electronic surveillance installations 


: . b. The number of electronic surveillance installations 
continuing in operation at àny time during the period but placed 
3n operation during a prior period. "m - 


DI 


2. The number of each type of installation, i.e., télephone 
surveillances, microphone surveillances, combination surveillances, 


or other. i 2 E: 











D 
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4. The number of surveillances installed during each period 
which continued for each of the following time categories: 
under one week, one week to one month, one month to six months, 
“over six months. . ie `, 


D 


os S. The numbers of electronic surveillances in which: ^ ^"... "^. 


"EE on ." -&. One electronic surveillance device was installed; 
^u 7 7" b. Two electronic surveillance devices were installed; 
f E : c. "Three to five electronic surveillance devices were 
, .ánstalled; y Cs 
Wem. v .d. Six to ten el lectronic surveillance devices. were s: e 

|. installed; gx at er 
e. "More than ten electronic surveillance devices were 
. installed. l e Ab » MET 1% e* ROM 





l 6. ‘The total maximum number of surveillances in'operation at ` 
any one time during each period, as referred to in Mr. Mardian's 


`- letter of March 1, 1971. TAM z^ m a Dë a 
D I ` 3 S. * H WS v [A D Get? * z Die. = .7 
bars oou. Fe The nuber of electronic surveilloncor installed, condi etan, 


i u 
', maintained or monitored by a ny person or organization, or by any 
unit or employee of any state or local government, that were 
directed, supervised, made at the request of, made with the 
knowledge of, or connected in any way with any agency or other 
unit of the United States Geet de i eet uw ee ua * oes 








CAN ur EN The number of ieirebaps or tha electronic surveillances 
d conducted in a foreign ceuntry in which the object or target of 
5 . the surveillance was a United States citizen and which were directed, 
TX cat conducted, supervised, made at the request of, made with the 
f "^, knowledge of, or connecte d in any way with any agency or other unit 
of the United States gaveEnte ent. uu mE M. 


Ej 2 PVT si D me 
E - 72 


JB. -For each of the periods geriet year 1971, Geer A “1972 JR 
e. tọ June 19, 1972, June 20, 1972 to December 31, 1972, end SENS i 
.' January 3 '1973 to September 30, 1973, please provide: x a EH 





"A 


whe wow . 5 


: 9." ' The number of electronic surveillances. List were 

` installed in cases involving domestic security, as defined in 

.i.. United States v. United States District Court and as referred to p» 
(£4 el BS, Kieindienst's statement of June 19, 1972. . ZEN ae 
ELI S ' . ^b. The number of electronic surveillances that were 

> ‘ety; installed with respect to activities of a foreign power or j xs 
e U* foreign agents as described in United States v. United States e 
cC". F7 * District SE 407 U.S. at 322 ge TES 
AGRIS NS The number of electronic surveillances that were. 
Sa? Ce tetera on domestic organizations and individuals with a | 
Dv e "significant connection with a foreign power, its agents or 
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7 agencies," as delineated:in United States v. United States District 

s UN Court, 40/ U.S. at 309 n.8, and discussed in the testimony ot 

poe Deputy Assistant Attorney General Maroney betore this Subcommittee. 
The above 3 categories are intended to be mutually exclusive. 





10. a. The particular United States government departments, 
: ‘agencies, bureaus, divisions and other United States government 
st) entities that engaged in electronic surveillance ot domestic 
fee organizations and individuals, as described im Question Ya above. 
d Én b. The particular United States government departments, 
wi.wV. agencies, bureaus, divisions and other United States government 
ES ii» entities that engaged in electronic surveillance withiü the; 
7..continental United States on a foreign posee or foreign Senes 
; 88 ‘described in Question Sb above. e 
pare - c. The particular United States government deparitimerts.; 
"x 2? agencies, bureaus, divisions and other United States government 
"UssoOlentities that engaged in electronic surveillance ot domestic ` 
e Sé organizations and individudis with significant connection with 








"res “Question 9c above. 

ares . With respect to each such department, agency, havea, 
Li division, or other govemment entity, please provide the 

5: numbers op electronic surveillances a ‘or in PT. 

dd each time period. a a tee tee pists 















ez GD a. Please indieste whether the Penman: eegene — 
"Mr. Mardian's letter of March 1, 1971 included the wiretaps ot 

:17 newsmen and government otticials disclosed by Baring PRL . 

: Director Ruckleshaus on May 14, 1973. i Ue Ea 
së b. For each period, please indicate the total number ot 
other’ electronic surveillances conducted, directed, supervised 

“made at the request or, made with the knowledge of, or connected 

: in any way with the FBI or the Department ot Justice that were 

“not included in the figures | io ad in Me. Mardian's letter- 2: 
"ot March 1, 19/1. DELL DE 
ii. i number of national Security wiretaps installed since 1945, reported 
airat page H 4343 ot the Congressional Record. These figures seem 

‘Ha ineonsistent with those supplied to me by the Department on 

` March 1, 19/1. In addition, the figures are unclear in certain key 
. respects. I would therefore appreciate your supplying the following 





ub IUE un Í "Do the years saddoaned refer to Stat or to calendar 
beg eer 
fa LM b. Do the totals include interceptions other TEN by 
` telephone wiretaps--e. g., microphone surveillances, etc.? 
p^ : c. Do the figures reter to the sum of all interceptions 
pe dn Operation during the year, or ae Eo those in operation as 

of a certain date--e.g., December 31st f 
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a foreign power, its agents or agencies, as. described in. s, F i sc EN 
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DS E, * 12. On June 5, 19/3, the White House released figures on the - 


DA M Zwee with respect to SS figures released by us White House: . 
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d. Do the figures refer to the number of premises at 
_ Which interceptions were made, the number of persons who were 
the primary targets of such interceptions, the number of e 
Aastening devices installed, or some other number? soi 
e, For each of the years involved, do the figures ef 
refer to wiretapping by all governmental agencies or only by 
«othe Federal Bureau of Investigation? IF the reference is to 
©. agencies other than the F.B.I., please indicate which agencies. 
How many of the interceptions referred to related to organized 
crime investigations? ua 
Ie : f. If the answers to the above questions do. not ` "aa "sp cU e 
: "explain the inconsistencies between the figures released by e, 
Che White House and those supplied to me, please indicate any E sz 
other explanation that may SEN for the Gifterences. 
ee us 13, a. Please provide cha numbér, names, and the present AE 
TES Status of all criminal prosecutions in which electronic st et CUM E, 
“+ Surveillance was used in any way in cases involving domestic decis 
Es enn as described in Question 9a above. eS 
TE b. Deprty Assistant Attorney General Maroney testitiad 
tere: ` betore ‘this Subcommittee that in"practically all cases" in which 
NS '& criminal derenaant was overheard without a warrant, the T 
Urs “government disclosed the surveillance to the trial court. Please 
E .indicate the number, names, and the present status of any cases 
un An which an electronic surveillance ot a criminal defendant was’ | LI 
made but in vhich such a disclosure was not made to the trial we CPI. 
i court, Please also specify the nature of any standards and US d 
< ^ 5 E oe by the Department to BEES and. review 
DU such case p n du ae weg 
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14, With pespect to all electronic surveillances ‘newly instalied 
ER January 1, 1973, and September 30, 1973, please indicate 
e the number of surveillances authorized under each ot the five 
E Statutory categories contained in Section 2511(3) of Title 18, 
. United States Code. Please also provide the same information "with 
i respect to all electronic surveillances in place on September 30, 
:1973, regardless of when they were installed. AS Ts darin 
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Ge 15. a. ‘Please set forth the standards andi — that 
¿the Department has adopted with respect to assuring compliance . 
with the Supreme Court decision in United States v. United States > 

| District Court. Please also indicate the nature and timing of , c 
any changes in the Department's practices and Beunesimes in ES d.d e 

=.. this respect: «cua Vals Pa E e 
i b. ‘Please indicate the nature of any standards or K KÉ 

ait ` procedures adopted by any other department, agency, bureau, Cu p A 

1.7 " i divisien, or any other entity of the United States government i D 

l : -to assure compliance with the Supreme Court decision. 
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October 10, 1973 | ; de 
EE ER A 5 . - ud ur ` , D 2 LU. K . -— 


WW B e ` P 


Pe — efhe Honoräbie Elliot. ee. T dE ® i 


~ 


a I realize that I am requesting a substantial amount of 

' information, but as you can well understand, this is a matter: 
. Of great current public significance. It is not only 
“important that the Congress be kept fully informed, but also 


s Chat Che public be reassured that the Attorney General has full ' 
. + knowledge and control-over the mechanisms ot our government  , 
“.+ .that directly arrect the constitutional rights of our citizens. . 
". Accordingly, I am transmitting this letter in the spirit ot 
` cooperation between the Department and the Congress stressed 
^". by Deputy Attorney General Ruckleshaus ar bis confirmation PE : 
. . hearings before the Judiciary Committee. us 35 4: x ndis 


vs CI very much appreciated the promptness of the " Sesentmehiis e 
EH response to my initial inquiry two years ago. I assume ‘a 2 ZS? 
that much of the intormation requested in this letter is readily 
“available. Insofar as some of the intormation may not be 
7vCÜ immediately available; a prompt response with respect to such ` 
c -intormation es is readily available would: be appreciated, with. 
. the Sech information eege at a Jaber date. l 


With best wishes. PREMIT X dM esa: 


NÉI Sa me - 


nS ER ELI. to Sincere27.5 7 uU. o d ' 
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` - LISTS 


x 
~INTELLIGENCE COMMUN 


^ 


» 30 April 1975 
| 


NOTE FOR: Mr, William Cregar 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 


Ai 





P 
i> 


ce. ) 
^x Ep A el 
| 22, stat - f$ 


PD 


This correspohdence has been sent to 


^ Senator Church, 
JoKf^M. Clarke 


As€ociate Deputy to the DCI 
for the Intelligence Community 


Attachments: 
Two letters dated 29 Apr 75 
from Mr, Colby to Sen, Church 






Ze": INFORMATION 


1975 










THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL nuca M 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505 j 












The Honorable Frank Church, Chairman R 

Select Committee to Study Governmental Operations 
with Respect to Intelligence Activities 

United States Senate l 

Washingtona, D, C, 20510 





: i have your request of 24 ‘April for additional material, and we 
are workmg to make if available to your staff as soon as possible. I 
helers we will he abis to meet your ten-day time requirement with the 
ception of, "be materials outlined in paxagxaphs 4 and 8, While tha 
Posi" 8 responses to paragraph 3 should satisfy part of your renguest 
in paragraph 4, a fuli'response will require a file search and review, 
which cannot be accomplished in ten days. We donot have separated 
the responses to Director Sdhlesinger’s letter of 9 May 1973 as between 
senior operating oilicials" and "all employees or ex-employees'" re~ 
sponses. We tan of course provide you what we bave as a'/ start. ` R 





RR 





^ . : 

The answers to mosi of the nine parts of paragraph 8 willinvolve `- 
a carefal file search and a careful review for sensitive sources and ~o .- 
methods information. We will do our best, but a full anawartopara~ - - 


graph 3 will require mors than ten days. 


IM. Nees Aree thee» emp ets desea emet mr mte cert E EE 







4e n^ teens A tnt so sr 


We have ior other parts of your reguast summarized material. 
which we will provide so that your staff can discuss with us the 
way of proceeding against the mere voluminous backup data. ` Fae S 
ampie, in one instance the backup to the summary involves an many as 
20, 909 index cards. In another, the basic data involves a roomful of . 
miniaturized data. Wo need to be certain as to the precise concern of 

the Cormmities in these matters in order to respond with tha least dis 
xuption to the work of the Agency and ts help the SuSE to understand 
whether they have asked the right question. i 






ORI 





tem mestre mye eee tae 


tane 


THe materials requested in paragraphs 5 and i0f{a) are in the 
Watergate reports, Iwould hops your staffs could acquire this data |^. 


f 
from the published versions of those reports, : 


smes mosse eat un ae. 





- t 
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As the inquiry progresses from a documentation phase to inter- 
{ view phaass, it will become even more impoxtant to adhere to the 

| general agreement we hava with your staff to have preliminafy consul- 
zations and discussions prior to a formal request by the Committee. in 
| . thio way we can promote a better understanding of the work inyoived 
and establish reasonable time frames as well 


Sincerely, 
^ Ow i «LST Bit: 


H SC" d i m " 
"à W. E. Colby 





L f! 
NW 55075 DocId:32989532 Page 185 





Sx = Re — 


E. Cu MEM Po E e OF CENTRAL INTELUIGE! 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 20505 








— — 


29 APR 1675. 

The Hanoxahia Frank Church 
Chairman 
Select Committee to Study Governmental 

Operations with Respect to Intelligence 

"Activities 
United States Senate 
Washington, D. C. 20510 - 


Dear Senator Church: 


- 
d. 


i Heieve it would be useful if I placed on the record the 
situation with, respect to your 12 March request.. I regret 
that you considered it necessary to issue public criticism.of 
CIA's efforts tb meet “your, ‘needs.. As of this writing, the major 
portion of that request for ClA-originsted iimterial has been 
met and, I believe, ina tesponsive WE. : s 


At our meeting of 22 April, we agregi that if your . 
T investigators could review materials at the CÍA Headquarters, 
l it would expedite the inquiry and lessen the amount of material 
which otherwise would have.to be paraphrased, a process which : 
takes a substantial amount of time. Special office space and access 
badges have been provided for this purpose. lagreed that, should 
specific documents or parts:thereof be requested to be sent to | 
the Senate Select Committee offices, the Agency would prepare l U 
these as expeditiously as possible without sacrifice to the 
security considerations consistent with our earlier understanding 
of the need to protect sources and metliods from undue risk of 
exposure. Ialso gave you my assurance that we would assist in E 
the clearance of multi-agency papers molting CIA, some of 
which are on your: earlier request, ; | 
A speed-up inthe Agency's paraphrasing process is 
being undertaken, although as you can appreciate, this involves 
senior personnel with heavy demands for substantive work, and 


vent 08" -/( c? m Vë 7 | 
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the volume of the material you have requested is considerable. 
At our meeting, I showed you a list of the materials that have 
already been provided, and Mr. Miller has been kept advised 
about the status of other materials. 


Ín discussing some of the concerns of people in the 
Intelligence Community about the procedures addressed above, - 
you agreed to raise with the Committee the question of ultimate 
disposition of materials provided. I understand that this is in 
train. In this connection, I was very much appreciative of you 
réassurance that you and the Committee members will consult 
with me prior to the release of any classified materials in 
public statements or unclassified reports of the Committee. 
Such consultation is EE with the spirit of the inquiry. 


" Ke D 


I believe our staffs are working well togets There 
have been the usual inherent problems that one can expect in 
an investigation of this scope. Because the Select Committee 
staff personnel engaged in the inquiry are relatively new to the 
field of intelligence and to the seriousness of the inquiry, 
expectations dre ambitious, But there is something to be said 
for both sides of the equation. For example, we await the 
convenience of your investigators on selective follow-up matters 
on which they had requested further data. Meanwhile, we have urged 
and are providing the staff with detailed briefings by way of introduction 
to the Agency's history and fuxittions. I am personally convinced 

` that direct discussions about our work and about specific instances 

of interest to the staff investigators will he far more direct and 
productive to them (saving us much useless work) than engaging 
in de bat es about massive document transfer requests. 

To that end, lam very anxious to et and by this letter. 
I would repeat my request to you that the Committee move 
personally and directly into the inquiry at an early date. lam 
delighted that you and the Committee are coming to visit our 
headquarters for a discussion of the Intelligence Community 
and the Agency and for an exchange on the precise interests which 
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e € 


particular Committee members have concerning the inquiry. We 
need to understand the specific objectives the Committee seeks 

and relate these to the priorities of the materials you will need. 

I believe we can be helpful if we know these. Again, lam convinced 
that the constructive long-term contributions that we both envisage 
from the Select Committee's work will derive in a far more concrete 
fashion by focusing on specific and major questions about intelligence 
rather than consuming an inordinate amount of time reviewing the 
details of all of our past history. In that way our main energies 

and our judgment can be addressed to what kind of intelligence we 
want in our free society of the futute; rather than what we may 


have had ‘in the past.. 


^ Sincerely, 


* 
ee 4 


S l ` 


"ks | W. E. Colby 


eren) 
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` "733 7 tr FRANK CHURCH, IDAHO, CHAIRMAN ` e " A R ` Al. 
Ri SOU G, TOWEN, TEXAS, VICK CHAIRMAN à z 2l wo Exacctivo 
PHILIPA. HART, MICH. HOWARD H. DAXER, JR., TENN. 3 S - — A 
WALTER F. MONDALE, MINN. BARRY COLDWATER, ARIZ. Z 257 c 
WALTER D. HUODLESTON, KY. CHARLES MCC. MATHIAS, JT, MO. P 
$KOSERT MORGAN, N.C. RICHAHO $, SCHWEIXER, PA, D P 
Camy Hac, coto, i Ae Aíates Senate 


WILLIAM C, MILLER, STAFF DIRECTOR 
PREOZRICK A, O. SCHWARZ, JH., CHIEF COUNSEL 
CURTIS Re SMOTHEHS, MINORITY CCUNSZL, 


D "EE 


`- Director of Central Intelligence di . ORGWNBENRGER ae 
..Centrel Intelligence Agency tan * agi? e 
' Washington, D. C. 20505 i 


. Dear Director Colby: 


Should be pro 


_ called for in our document request remains outstanding and the 


* 


‘the President and provides further detail concerning certain CIA 


. -limit what we- have xd TEUIHOHUBR 


Enclosure 
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SELECT COMMITTEE TO 
STUDY GOVERNMENTAL OPERATIONS WITH 
RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 


(Pursuant TO S. RES. 21, SITH CONGRESS) 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 


‘April 2h, 1975 





AA mob: 


Aen d sentenwe 


Mr. William E E. Colby 


TE 





pi Pry 


Op behalf of the Senate Select Committee to Study Governmental 
Operations with Respect to Intelligence Activities, I enclose a 
specification, furnished to John Clarke yesterday, which calls for 
certain material referred to in your. Decesiber 2h, 197} report to 


material heretofore requested. Obviously it is not intended to 


It is e pro Committee's expectation that all this naberial : 
uced in ten days. : T ; k 


„I was heartened by the spirit of cooveration &emodstewted in 
your “personal reassurances in our meeting on April 22, 1975, and 
I understand that substantial material was made available to us 
today et the CIA. However, the fact remains that too much material 


system apparently being. employed to clear material for us builds 
in excessive delays. A necessary prerequisite to our inquiry 
proceeding expeditiously--as it should to restore public confidence 
in our intelligence agencies and develop a new natiorial consensus 
on the proper functions of intelligence act tivity——is to eliminate 
these ra : i 









MATERIAL TO BE SUPPLIED mm ~~. A 
THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE BY TIE CLAY 


Specification of CIA Material Relating To 
d ‘Director Colby's December 22, 1974 Report 
and Director Colby's January 15, 1975 Senate Testimony 


i The Comnittee!s original request to the CIA dee TORN 
SC interpreted to cover all of the following in that the Geng Ze 
— all material underlying Director Colby's January 15, 1975 
. testimony before the penats Appropriations: Committee, 1n any event, 
Director Colby's report of Deceriber 2h, 1574, makes clear that a 
The following material is central to ‘the Committee’ s mandate. The 
n CIA is requested forthwith to supply the following,es well as the 
` material wnich they have sepe collected in response to the 8 
Committee's March 12 — P 
ET iui of the instructions on "ous onsite Activities" 
which were issued by. Director SS in 1973, or thereafter, excapt 
for the ' 'selected group of attechuents" vhich were included in the 
` "Colby Report and thus already furnished to the Committee. 
| | 2. All files relating to the following "questionable 


activities" which were mentioned in the attechments to the Colby 


se , 





Report: DW REECH EE 
B (a) (and eny other project eee 
` “to "Penetration of Another Government Agency"). mE Ca H 
2 : (5) "Reporting on Dissident Groups", , . . P 
run c Xe 
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eny other' projects relating to ' 'surveillence, telephone tap, 







l — E entry or other action” taken on behalf of the 






Agency against U.S. citizens in the, United States). 
(a) 


the ' penetration" of domestic. groga). 





(or any other project relating to 
` Zei Postal Service: (the files ERC to “penetrstiion 
_of the mail", T opening or mail cover). ~ 5-8 
3. A11 reports made by CIA's "senior operating officials" 
in response to Director Schlesinger's letter geben / 95. 1913, asking 


for reports on activities which "might be construed to be outside 





the (era's) legislative charter" e l B JC wt 


E. 


zs FG ne, Rh A employee or eomagiagee. responses P the same 


EL ‘Letter as well as responses to the "standing order" referenced in 
Be? i t i 
` `. the Tobbe and calling for such material in the. future. 


os All: files mitaa to CIA's eleng teg in the 


"so-called Huston Plan" refaini on page 2: of Director Colby's 


D 


, Report). . ET ; xe puer 


6. one A of the Colby Report ` (re "Coverage of Subversive 


, Stujent"), D d ` a . 7 $ es a Yn SÉ : . m i f . ge i E 





(a) ay sunset ké Richard Ober on Ton establishment: 
(2) Systems for coordination of activities 
(2) Gegen of materiel 


(3) Regular reporting on activities ` 


"e 


. Se ge, ^ i 2 e e ° 
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Hä The interim a — by paragreph 3 of Mr. 
 Karémessines' memo, WË 
. T. Annex C., 
(a) Any materials — Y for the review by the eestor, 
` noted ——" 1, of Agency efforts to monitor international 
` activities of "radicals and black militants p 
| (o) An index of all projects developed bes the Special i 
` Operations Group or by Asso Divisions in support. of this l 
` progran, KÉ SE 
| i (c) A list of ell agencies which sn Gabe links with the Se l 


‘Special Operations Group as described in paragraph 5 of the 





meno. B5 ci 7 Wb ec Lei A N Ce? f , 
8. | Annex D D. (Special Operations Group--Possible Foreign 
We SE ) . Links with American Dissidents) | : | 
ia (a) A list of all "organisations of interest" to the l 
Special Operations Group, including but not Limited to those 
ee in the memo from Mr. Ober. ) | - 
_+ (b) A list of all topic headings or subjects x vend for 
ee" , filing by the Special Operations Group. l | 
(c) A list of all individuals or groups either "special 


targets" of the Special Operations Group or of "special concern". . 





P to the Special Operations Group, and a list of all program 


AE a targets, all operational projects and all individuel Agent 


projects. 
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(a) The materials which — M or underlies the 


"standing requirements" for information from the Special 
operations Group by the FBI, Secret Service, and Immigration 
| and Naturalization Service. ) e Ze: 
Lei Any eee consisting of or —— to FBI 
' comments on the "adequacy and relevancy" of Special Operations 
l Group information, ` vow ttg 5 E S 2 ug A ^w 
(f) Any reports ' 'over the signature ui the Director of 
. eru based on Special Operations group information disseminated 
p either the Mesue House, the Secretary of State, the At disney: 
General, anà the FBI, ^ - AUS | ; 

(g) Any SES special E or estimates omm 
"e and prepared by the Special Operations Group for’ the President, 
his Counsel, or the Attorney General and for the Intelligence 
Evaluation RAE l ‘a 
j (n) A description of the ne of the Special 
Operations Group. | l ; 5 

(i) The "formal Table of Organization" of the Special 
Operations ee l 

.9. Annex E 
The complete "Allegations and issu partam. 
.10. Annex F | l = EC 

(a) “The reports Se the CIA on Agency activities 


_.“with respect to Mr. Howard Hunt and other parties" which vere 


Q0 o Mo 
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made available to "the appropriate law enforcement bodies". 


I 


- 0.07 (9) Any "information" assemble 


S x oe, 
« xt 
E 


á ty the Inspector General 
uu or made by him in regard to "CIA Sëtzer in connection with 


DIL Sx Watergate and associated matters”. . 2 
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k April 30, 1975 

j^ MATERIAL FOR SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) eo 
-[^ INVESTIGATING INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES NA 
en de Le 


ki 


. TIILE/SUBJECI: Organization of the FBI 


N 


. ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBI 





3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: Letterhead memorandum with an 
enclosure, FBi Functional Organization Chart 





4. DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified i. 
5. NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION STAMP: NA 
6. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS: 


| Letterhead memorandum serves as a cover communication 
to the FBI Organization Chart which was prepared 1/14/75; 
and advises of certain changes in personnel since 1/14/75. 
Chart identifies all FBI officials from Director down through 
all Assistant Directors and their respective areas of responsi- 
bilities; identifies all Sections in all Divisions with 
indication of type of matters handled in Section; and includes 
a list of all 59 FBI field offices. ach 


V p 
7. REQUESTER/DATE OF REQUEST: SSC. 3/19/75. DEE "ON ch 
8. RELEASING AUTHORITY: EGBW6 4-2 -/4 33" yx xh 


9. DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4/9/75 '6 MAY 7 1975 


Te e 


10. LOCATION OF FILE COPY: FBI file 62- 116395769 ' 


11. KONE. 0 
nid "m 
ESFP :ekw > (4) 


Original via liaison to Central Community Index in 


. connection with Senstudy 75. awh 
LU 


Ma, ROOM]  TELETYPE UNIT C] .0 GPO 954-546 
DoocId:32989532 Page 195 A 


* * 
> 
r 
, 


" 2 - Mr. S. F. Phillips 
April 30, 1975 


C? 
C MATERIAL FOR SEUATE.SELBCI.COMMITTEE (SSC) 
"Cu INVESTIGATING INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 
] edepol "` NN as Fei Nri P I eng 


1. TITLE/SUBJECT: Legal Authorities of the FBI 


2. ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBI 





~ 

No 
m 3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: Letterhead memorandum with 
«3 enclosures described below 

NS fio 
AR ES 4. DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Unclassified 

D Up 

EN 5. NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION STAMP: NA 

E END 

Ea 6. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS: 
| E Hg (a) Untitled memorandum from Attorney General 

SEs Ramey Clark to FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover, 9/14/67, 


dealing vith FBI authority for investigations relating 
to riot situations. 


(b) Two untitled memoranda dated 8/24 and 25/36 
from FBI Director Hoover recording instructions received 
from President Franklin D. Roosevelt concerning FBI authority 
for investigations of subversive activities, particularly 


relating to communism and fascism. 
(c) Untitled memorandum from FBI Director Hoover 


to Assistant to the Director E. A. Tamm, 9/10/36, concerning 
FBI authority for investigations of subversive activities, 





vith Army and Navy 





Assoc. Dir. particularly communism and fascism, and the FBI function for 
PES | 


pe A Adim Che coordination of such investigations 


uno Intelligence and State Department. Ga #110 3 aedis 
Kum Boge. ia K y C= 105 v 
o SEP eb) yy batt ee x RE 
ce t4 A «yh of SEE NOTE_PAC PAGE THO IO 
GE Zei ‘ghb 

? e. afi 

i (NT aed i 








Inspection 
Intell. o A 
Laborotory "le P» 
Plon. & Eval, — 
Spec. Inv. 
Training 
Legal Coun. ____ 
Telephone Rm, —. iy 


Director Sec'y ~ MAIL BOOM TI TELETYPE UNIT C 
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GPO 934-346 





? V 


(d) Presidential directives dated 9/6/39 and 1/8/43 
(President Roosevelt); 7/24/50 (President Truman); and 12/15/53 
(President Eisenhover). The first of the Roosevelt directives 
designated the FBI as coordinator of all lav enforcement in 
the U. S. regarding espionage, :abotage and neutrality matters; 
the <econd Roosevelt directive reiterated the first. The Truman 
directive vas a reiteration of the prior Roo:evelt directives. 
The Eisenhower directive expanded upon the previou: directives 

—-- to include Atomic Energy Act violations. 





i i tn ss 


7. REQUESIER/DATE OF REQUEST: SSC. 3/19/75. 

8. RELEASING AUTHORITY: FBI 

9. DATE OF SUBMISSION: 4/4/75 

10. LOCATION OF FILE COPY: FBI file 62-116395-47 





11. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMS; 


Some of the documents discuss role of the FBI as the 
coordinating agency in connection with the activities of other 
intelligence commmity agencies: Army and Navy Intelligence, 
and State. Also, im the Presidential directive of 12/15/53, 
there i: stated the FBI responcibility for investigating all 


| violation: of the Atomic Energy Act. 
NOTE: Original via liaison to Central Community Index 


in connection with Senstudy 75. 
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2 - Mr. S. F. Phillips 


May 1, 1975 


-t INVESTIGATING INTELLIGENCE ACTIVIrTES 


—Á—"À 


O 
K MATERIAL FOR SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE (SSC) 
f 


Weg ge e 


1. TITLE/SUBJECT: Legal Authorities of the FBI 


2. ORIGINATING ORGANIZATION: FBI d r 


^v, D 
Va e We 


3. NATURE OF MATERIAL: Letterhead memorandum (1HM) with ` 
enclosure. described below, including exhibits to enclosure’ , 
some of which are classified "Confidential." 


4. DOCUMENT CLASSIFICATION: Confidential 










Q3 5. NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION STAMP: Should have 
SS. 
Hu 6. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS: . 106 mw d 
hag REG (42 d 273 ek? 
G 2 Under cover of an LHM, there was forwarded to the 
Ss SSC an FBI "Intelligence Division Position Paper on Jurisdiction," 
iP dated 2/13/75,. The purpose of:thepaper is to set forth an 


T 
AL 








LE n analysis of the investigative authority granted by Presidential 
EHI Directives, the National Security Council, and orders of the 
ga Attorney General, as well as to list statutes from which the _ „asas. 
_ .^ FBI draws investigative jurisdiction in the security and 
, intelligence area of operation. ‘The LHM noted that certain 7 1975 
exhibits to the paper were extracted because of "Third Agency : 
Rule" requirements and that approvals were being sought-for 77 
clearances to subsequently furnish the excluded exhibits. d 
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10. LOCATION OF FILE COPY: FBI file 62-116395-78 





11. RELATION TO INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY PROBLEMS: 


This study encompasses Agreements and Presidontial 
Directives as vell as Interdepartmental Intelligence Conference 
and Interagency Committee on Internal Security documents issued 
as supportive evidence in delincating the investigative juris- 
diction of the FBI. 


NOTE: Original via liaison to Central Community Index 
in connection with Senstudy 75. 
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FORNER SA HOBSON He ADCOCK WAS CQNTACTED THIS DATE BY. THE 


SAGs 


ADCOCK WAS FURNISHED INFORMATION AS SPECIFLED IN REITEL. 


ADGOCK ADVISED THAT HE HAD NQT AS YET BEEN CONTACTED BY ANY 


REPRESENTATIVE OF CAPTIONED GROUP. 
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